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A. 

Synopsis  No. 

Abandonment  of  damaged  chestnuts 18486 

painting: 13529 

salt 13093 

tobacco 13397 

World's  Fair  goods 13275 

Absorption  of  spirits  in  warehouse,  allowance  for 13490 

Aceounts,  public,  and  disbursing  officer's  balances 19038 

Acetate  of  copper ., 13588 

Acids,  bisnlphite  of  lime  and  lampblack  not 13071 

chloride  of  rinc  not .- 13070 

paramidophenal  salzsaures  not "f. 13587 

"Acribclli"  strings 18284 

'^Adamonite'' 13352 

Additional  duty,  bottles  containing  still  wine  not  subject  to 13097 

horse » 13081 

monuments 13092 

Additions  on  entry'of  purchased  goods 13499 

Admeasurement  of  vesaels,  fees  for 13115 

Ad-Tslorera  duties,  an  advance  in  value  of  goods  paying  specific  duties  may  remove  same 

io  cat^rory  of  goods  paying VSfAi 

'*-«:tna  dynamite."  drawback  on 13386 

African  fiber- 13295,13423 

AsF^e  house  ornaments 13487 

Ag^ricnlture,  Secretary  of,  to  certify  to  Secretary  of  Treasury  pure-bred  animals  for  free 

entry  for  breeding  purposes 13029 

Alaska,  salmon  fisheries  of,  protection  to 13112 

Albums 13054 

Alcohol,  domestic,  no  rebate  of  teuc  on,  used  in  manufacture  of  articles  produced  otherwise 

than  in  special  1>onded  warehouse 13154 

In  prune  wine \ 13341 

Alcoholic  compound,  cherry  juice  concentrated 13176 

perfumery 13056 

"  vinaigre  de  toilette" 13565 

Alcotiolmetric  tables ! 13248 

Alsrerine  village,  free  entry  of  articles  for  use  in  houses  of,  at  World's  Pair 18039 

Alien  contract-labor  law,  permitting  entry  of  artists  of  a  recognized  profession  under 13388 

Alizarine  blue, galloc/anine 13577 

Alkali  and  oil  combinations 13564 

Alkaloidal  chemical  salts 13058 

Alkaloids,  cumartn 13061 

« 

Allowance  for  lose  of  spirits  in  warehouse  by  absorption  or  soakage 13450 

Altars,  marble 13125 

Aluminum  in  leaf. 13440 

American  artist,  paintings  of. 13331 

citizens  coming  by  steerage,  entrance  of  vessel  allowed 13515 

goods  returned,  oath  to  consular  certificate J3533 

manufactures  returned,  failure  of  proof. 13573 

merchandue  returned,  certain' empty  grain  bags l.'^38 

travelers  in  Asia,  invoices  of  articles  shipped  for  account  of. i:3095 

whisky  returned,  free  entry  of. 13376 


IV  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Ammonia,  anhydrous,  exportation  of,  no  drawtwck  on  foreign  cylinders  containing I3Q21 

Animals  for  breeding  purposes,  Clydesdale  horses 13604, 136WI 

fox  terrier l:B62 

German  horses 13404 

"Qestuetbuch  der  Holsteinischen  Marsdien*'  (ntudbook)..  13390 

"  Holsteinschen  Elbmarschen  Studbook  of  Germany'* 1304." 

Insufficient  registry ' 13«0t« 

•  Kennel  Club  Studbook  " 13141 

Michigan  Lincoln  Sheep  Breeders'  Association 13470 

OrlofT  breed  of  Russian  horses 13134 

Select  Clydesdale  Studbook 130a* 

Suffolk  Studbook 13«S 

Antique  tidies ISW 

Antiquities 13423 

collection  of,  intended  for  sale 13)>o 

Applications  for  review  by  Government  of  adverse  decisions  of  the  Board  of  United  States 

General  Appraisers i 1314^ 

to  courts  for  review  of  decisions  of  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers..  133K 

Appliqu4  gimps 13£« 

Appraisement,  notice  to  importers  of  advance 13221 

of  imported  goods,  protest  does  not  lie  against  an  informality  in 1310o 

Appraisers,  conferences  of 18249 

Aprons,  lace 1342.3 

Artificial  flowers,  india-rubber  tubingfor 13438 

Artists  and  members  of  a  recognized  profession  allowed  to  enter  the  United  States  under  the 

alien  contract-labor  law 133S!^ 

water  colors 13314 

Art,  works  of,  bronse  castings 18S24 

replicas 18314 

candelabra \3Sbi 

Assaying  of  ore  in  Montana 13413 

Astrakhan  trimmings,  G.  A.  1496  suspended \3CSS 

**  Attar  of  roses/'  certain  so-called 1355T 

Attorneys,  oaths  taken  by,  in  customs  cases 1327V 

Aunes,  use  of,  in  measurement  of  silks,  discontinuance  of. 13tt£ 

Aurolene  and  aurolene  A 13583 

Austrian  currency 13422 

florin 13474,134% 

value  of. 13163, 13091, 131»» 

valuation  of.  Invoices  of  goods  from  Buda-Pesth 13131^ 

Aventurlne  quartz,  articles  made  of. 13337 

Axmlnster,  Smith,  carpets,  drawback  on 13534 

B. 

Badges,  buttonhole 13312 

Baggage,  disinfection  of. 13463 

passengers',  examination  of 13270,133^ 

Bagging  for  cotton.  Jute  press  doth ISfV. 

Bags  containing  ore 13051 

'  domestic  manufacture,  tree  entry  of,  on  reimportation 13032 

drawback  on 133H 

foreign  manufacture,  reimportation  of. .,. 130SO 

Balances  of  disbursing  officers :. \3^i> 

Ball  clay 1343^ 

dresses,  certain,  not  entitled  to  free  entry 133* 

•Balls,  celluloid 1322S 

Bamboo,  and  surface-coated  paper  fans » 13>r" 

splints  for  electric  lights 131W 


INDEX.  V 

Synopsis  No. 

BaDgor.  He.,  privileges  of  iiumediate  transportation  extended  to ISUO 

Barometer  tubes 13505 

Barrels,  gun,  classification  of. 13S35 

petroleum,  drawback  on.. 13475 

Baskets  for  bottled  liquor. 13077 

liquor-set  holders Jl 13355 

BathiDg  trunks., 13615 

Beaded  trimmings '. 13320 

Beads,  dough.. 13619 

one-hole 13291 

stars,  crescents,  and  pendants 13309 

turquoise 13347 

Beans,  Canadian,  exportation  of.  to  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico 13011 

Beavers' tails 13240 

Beet-root  sugar... 13612 

Belts  and  belting 13444 

Betanaphlhol 13423,13566 

Bias  velveteen  dress  facings 13389 

Bibulous  paper 13062 

Bicycles,  withdrawal  of,  for  exportation  from  a  port  of  delivery 13411 

Billiard  balls 13559 

Bill  of  lading,  entry  of  goods  by  consignees  under 13088 

filed  with  entries  for  drawback  must  disclose  name  of  owner  or  shipper 13123 

indorseeof,  right  to  make  entry  passes  to ., 13259 

Binitro  toluole 13282,13578 

Black  plate,  importation  of. 13383 

Bladders,  fish 18549 

Blanks,  button,  drawback  on 13538 

Blasting  cape,  drawback  on 13465 

"gelatine,''  drawback  on 13386 

"Blue  developer" '. 13607 

ultramarine.. 13423 

Board  of  U. S.  General  Appraisers,  republished  decisions  of 13423 

samples  of  goods  for 13477 

suspension  of  adverse  decisions  of. 13145 

Bfjlting  cloth 13527 

Bolig,  drawback  on ; 13471 

Bond,  Central  Vermont  Railroad  Company  as  a  common  carrier 1%)15 

collective,  cover|ng  horses  imported  for  exhibition  or  competition  at  agricultural 

fairs  or  races 13024 

Cowper  &  Gregory 18140 

for  return  to  United  States  of  trotting  horses 13252 

Great  Northern  Express  Company ISiSH 

Maine  Central  Railroad  Company 13478 

Merchants'  Despatch  Transportation  Company,  addition  to 13013 

New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company 13139 

New  York  Steamship  Company,  discontinuing 13478 

Port  Reading  Railroad  Company  as  a  common  carrier 13036 

Winthrop  Steamship  Company 13160 

as  common  carrier 13524 

Bonnet  and  hair  pins 13307 

hat  piuB  set  with  imitation  precious  stones 13291 

pins , 13238 

Bookbinders' cloth , 13385 

Booklets  for  printing 13327 

Books,  collections  of  lithographic  prints  not 13343 

foreign  music 13323 

German  periodicals 13452 


VI  .  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Books,  Lloyds'  circulars , , 13842 

manufactured  more  than  twenty  years  at  date  of  importation 13164 

Norwejdan  Veritas '. 13^3 

rebound  within  twenty  years 135@3 

"Yule  Tide" ". .'. 133M 

Bottles  contain{i%  free  g:oods 131© 

still  wine,  additional  duty 13097 

empty,  gin,  corked  and  labeled 13064 

glass 13461 

G.  A.  1550  suspended 13081 

hollow-glass  female  figures 13423 

smelling,  silver-mounted 13610 

Boxes  of  water-color  paints 13(B3 

Braids,  and  braided  tapes. 13423 

cords,  silk  elastic , 13374 

elastic : 133K 

feather-stitched 134S 

for  hats ; , 132* 

Brass  and  silver-chased  and  swage  harness 133D1 

buttons 13382 

Brazil,  supplies  for  war  vessels 13467 

Brokerage 13305 

Brokerage  and  cartage,  etc 13072 

Bronze  castings  for  church 18324 

statuary 13059,13069 

Brushes,  powder  puffs 13351 

Buda-Pesth,  valuation  of  Austrian  florin  in  invoices  of  goods  from ISIS^ 

Bullion,  gold  and  silver,  consular  invoices  for,  shipped  troxn  mines  of  Honduras l*¥Si2 

Bulky  goods,  examination  of,  at  premises  of  owner 130Q6 

Burlaps 13423 

allowance  for  sea  water 13^^ 

jute  press  cloth -  13436 

no  fee  collectible  for  importation  of ^..  1312T 

Button  blanks,  drawback  on 135S< 

Buttonhole  badges 13S12 

Buttons  and  ornaments 13306 

brass !. 13382 

glass 13334 

ivory ? ^ 13332,13620 

C. 

Cabinet  specimens,  minerals 133'i2 

Calfskins,  tanned / 133&3 

Calves  bom  of  American  cows  straying  across  the  line 133!<< 

Mexican  cows  straying  across  the  line 133S0 

Camphorated  naphthaline 13571 

Camphor,  refined -  13W'< 

Canada,  enforcement  of  reciprocal  commercial  relations 13W1 

retaliation,  tolls  to  be  paid  by  vessels  passing  through  the  St.  Marys  Falls  Canal....  13129 

Canadian  beans,  exportation  of,  to  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico 13011 

frontiers,  vigilance  against  cholera 13156 

wheat,  transportation  of,  from  Duluth  to  Port  Huron 13161 

Cancellation  of  internal-revenue  drawback  bonds  covering  distilled  spirits 1301^ 

Candelabra , 13365 

Canned  meat,  supplies  for  French  war  vessel 1^36 

Cards,  gelatin,  painted.. 13fi67 

Cargoes  of  vessels  of  Costa  Rica,  discriminating  dues  on 1313S 

Carica  papaya 135S1 


INDEX.  VII 

-S3mop6isNo. 

("urottsals,  organs  for 13319 

Carpus,  drawback  on 13634 

Carriages,  coaches,  and  gigs 13354 

I'ars,  railvray,  statistics  of  exports  Arom  the  United  States  to  foreign  countries  by 13543 

Castaesoap 13560 

Castings,  bronse , 13324 

Casualty,  damage  by 13189 

< 'edar  logs  from  Mexico -. 13607 

Celluloid  ballM 13223 

covered  harmonicas 13902 

CentraJ  Vermont  Railroad  Company  as  a  common  carrier 13015 

IVrtificate  of  importation  of  burlaps 13127 

inspection  steamers 13266 

Certification  of  inToices  ftrom  Russia. 13143 

ChainvOerman  silver  watch J^ 13430 

Cliaus,  tapestry 13225 

Champagne  in  bottles 139(9 

<'harcoaI,  animal.. 13359 

sticks  or  **fiisains" 13547 

(^harges,  bundling  metal  rods 18168 

commissions,  brokerage,  and  cartage 13072 

failure  to  add  on  entry 13506 

inland  transportation 13184 

invoices  for  shooks  of  American  manufacture  imported  filled  with  gelatin 13025 

lighterage 13239 

method  of  prorating  on  hosiery 13292 

must  be  specified  in  invoices  and  entries 13239 

not  specified  in  invoices  and  entries 1355S 

setting  up  machinery 13504 

to  be  specified  in  invoices. 13480,13458 

warehouse 13057 

weighing  wool,  etc 13194 

Chemical  compounds,  bisulphite  of  lime  and  lampblack 13071 

chloride  of  sine  in  solution r. 13070 

glassware,  barometer  and  thermometer  tubes 13606 

giaduates 13498 

tubing 13177 

preparations,  oil  of  wine  not 13498 

salts 13423 

acetat«  of  copper 13588 

Chen tll«  drapery i:J340 

rherr>-  cordial,  distribution  of,  as  samples  at  World's  Pair 13149 

Juice,  concentrated 13176,13423 

China,  buttonhole  badges 13312 

grass  noils. 13348 

reeds 13244 

silks,  rule  governing  classification  of  goods  having  silk  as  component  material  of  chief 

value 13418 

Chineae  exhibitors  at  World's  Fair .*. 13246 

goods,  various 13207 

head  money 13276 

Chocolate,  sweetened ^^ 13447,13563 

Cholera,  destruction  of  articles  washed  ashore 13265,13267 

disinfection  of  rags  from  foreign  ports 13126 

vessels,  amendment  of  circular  of  July  8,  1892 13268 

infected  districts,  disinfection  of  personal  effects  and  baggage  of  immigrants  and 

others. 13121,13138 

vessels  from... f. 13014 


VIII  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Oholera,  inspection  of  Immigrants  and  baggage .". 1335S 

prohibiting  entrance  of  vessels 133^ 

quarantine  restrictions  upon  immigration 13247 

vigilance  against 13155 

Chrome  green .' 13900 

Chromium  fluorine 13602 

Church  windows 13469 

Cigars  and  cigarettes,  sale  of  seized 13533 

"  Circles,"  classification  of 13526 

Clasps  for  necklaces 13435 

Classification,  seisure  and  release  not  a  bar  to 18496 

Clay  ball 13435 

Clerical  error  in  entry 13500 

consular  invoice 13290 

invoice  of  handkerchiefs .*..  13413 

pro-forma  invoices 13503 

manifest...; 13065 

Clock  cases  made  of  so-called  onyx 13373 

jewels 133W 

Clocks  and  clock  movements 13308 

drawback  on ^ 13281 

Cloth,  bolting - 18527 

tracing  and  bookbinjlen^ 13385 

Clothing  of  passengers,  free  entry  of,  no  limitation  as  to  value 13147 

Clydesdale  horses 136M 

Coal,  classification  of IMS 

for  use  as  ftiel  on  vessels,  no  drawback  of  duties  on /. 13101 

tar  colors 13^ 

and  paints 134S3 

aurolene  and  aurolene  A 135S3 

wash  blue 13Q« 

preparations,  alizarine  blue,  gallocyanlne 18577 

betanaphthol  and  naphtylamine 13566 

bimtro  toluol 1357S 

'•blue  developer" 13907 

chromium  fluorine ISSftl 

dimethyl  aniline 13601 

diphenylamine 12SSi} 

eikonogen,  betanaphthol,  dimethyl  aniline,  naphthaline,  naphthol 

soda,  resorcine ~ 13110 

hydroquinone 135% 

naphthaline 13871,1359? 

naphthionate  of  soda 13579 

naphthol  salt  R 13568 

nitrotoluol 13601 

oil  of  mustard,  synthetic 1S5^ 

paramidophenal  salzsaures 13S3T 

payment  of  excess  of  duty  on 133S2 

phenylendiamine 1SSSG9,1360S 

pyoktanin ^ 13567 

resorcine 13597 

rodinal 13587 

toluidine  base 18S^> 

sulphoacid  or  thio  chromogen 13B67 

products,  classification  of. 13047 

CoitkS,  counterfeit,  importation  of. r 184^ 

seizure  of 13496 


INDEX.  IX 

Synopsis  No. 

Coins,  gold,  uncurrent,  purchase  of 13020 

values  of  foreign 13008,13881 

Collection  ofantiquitiea  intended  for  sale 18300 

Collective  bond  ooTeringr  horses  imported  for  exhibition  or  competition 13024 

Collodion  pins .m 13557 

Colombia,  consular  invoices  for  goods  coming  by  mail  from 13531 

Columns  made  of  so-called  onyx 13373 

Commercial  reciprocal  relations  between  United  States  and  Canada,  etc 13044 

Commissions,  duties  upon,  paid  by  foreign  manufacturer  to  his  agent 13268 

Common  carrier,  bond  of  Central  Vermont  Railroad  Company 13015 

Ckiwper  &  Gregory 13140 

Maine  Central  Railroad  Company 13478 

New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company 13139 

Port  Reading  Railroad  Company 13036 

Winthrop  Steamship  Company 13160, 13524 

Great  Northern  Bxpress  Company 18255 

New  York  Steamship  Company,  discontinuing  lx>nd  of. 13473 

Composition  metal,  drawback  on 13280 

Concentrated  cherry  juice 18423 

Condemned  foreign  vessel  In  United  States  port,  materials  of... 13096 

Confectionery,  sugar  in  crystals 13333 

Conferences  of  local  appraisers 18249 

Consigned  goods,  no  advance  on  entry 13062 

Consignees  or  owners  of  vessels,  refunds  to 13257 

Consular  invoices,  clerical  error  in 13290 

gold  and  silver  bullion  from  mines  of  Honduras 13392 

goods  coming  by  mail  from  Colombia : 13531 

requirements  as  to  exhibiting  market  value  of  goods 13532, 13541 

Copper,  acetate  of. 13538 

plates,  engravers' 13335 

rollers 18472 

wire  for  card  clothing....^ 13488 

Cords  and  braids,  silk  elastic 13374 

Cork  ventilators 13603 

Corporations,  entries  of  imported  goods  by ^ 13037 

Corset  lacets,  silk 13216 

Cosmetics,  eyebrow  pencils 13442 

Cost  of  Imported  goods,  statement  of,  to  appear  in  invoices 13480 

Cotton  and  metal,  manufactures  of,  hair  crimpers 13237 

paper  table  covers 13220 

silk  vestlngs. 13185 

trimmings  beaded 13320 

sparterie  hat  forms 13203 

bathing  trunks. 13615 

cloth,  coutil 13242 

vestings  claimed  to  be  union  duck ., 13289 

cord,  cable  laid-twine 13193 

spindle  banding 13572 

countable,  mull  cord  stripes 13178 

plain  cables,  paragraph  345 13192 

damask  for  furniture 13198 

elastic  cords 13310 

webbing 13311 

embroideries,  antimacassars 13592 

fishing  trousers. 13173 

handkerchiefs,  embroidered  and  scalloped » 13481 

hemstitched 13595 


X  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Cotton  hemstitched  handkerchioft .*..„ 13403 

hosiery,  value  of. 13488 

lace,  metal  thread 132W 

laces,  antique  tidies  dutiable  as .'. .' 13296 

metal  and  glass-beaded  appliqu^  gimps 1S293 

jute  table  covers 13208 

neckties,  embroidered 13444 

pulp ^..... 13594 

Cottons,  loom-embroidered,  G.  A.  1492  suspended 13034 

Council  B^ffb,  Iowa,  a  port  of  delivery 13W0 

Countable  cotton  cloth,  crinkled  seersucker 13236 

linens 13441 

Counterfeit  coins,  importation  of. ^ 13464 

seizure  of. 13456 

"Coutil,"  cotton  cloth 13342 

Coverings,  free  goods 13165 

bags  oontairting  ore 13061 

jars  containing  fish  paste 13513 

leather  for  tumblers 13166 

watches 13171 

opera-glass  cases 13073 

steel  in  barrels 18512 

unusual,  baskets  for  bottled  liquor 130T7 

,         fancy  boxes  for  violin  strings 13076 

Cowpcr  &  Gregory,  bond  of .'. 13140 

Crayons,  charcoal 13547 

Creams,  lemon,  orange,  and  vanilla 13333 

Creosoted  lumber,  drawback  on 182S3 

Crimpers,  hair 132J7 

Crinkled  seersucker 13396 

Crin  vegetal 13296,13423 

CYocidolite,  tiger  eye,  and  jaspis  umbrella  handles 13377 

Crocus 13306 

Crystal  balls 13487 

Cuba,  exportation  of  Canadian  beans  to 13011 

Cuffb,  samples 13445 

Cumarin' 1S06I 

Currency,  Austrian >  13422 

date  fixing  value  of 13018 

depreciated,  Austrian  florin 13495 

Italian  lira 13511 

fractional  part  of  «  mill ., 13483 

values 13423 

and  date  of  entrj' '. 13050 

Customs  districts  and  ports  of  entry  and  delivery,  list  of r. 13544 

• 

D. 

Damagre  allowance 13189 

chestnuts 134« 

Damaged  painting,  abandonment  of 13529 

salt,  abandonment  of 13093 

tobacco,  abandonment  of 13397 

Damask  furniture - 13196 

Decisions  of  Board  U.  H.  General  Appraisers  adverse  to  Government,  suspension  of 13145 

applications  for  review  of 13385 

republished 13438 
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Synopsis  No. 

Declaration  as  to  household  effects..: «. 13399 

Delivery  entry  of  immediate,  transportation  goods  at  ports  of. 13453,13454, 134S5 

list  of  porU  of. 13544 

port  of,  withdrawals  from * 13411 

Depreciated  currency,  Italian  lira 13511 

Desiccated  vegetables 13179 

Des  Moines,  Iowa,  privileges  of  immediate  transportation  extended  to 13069 

Destination  in  United  States  of  immigrants  arriving  from  foieign  countries 18130 

Destruction  of  articles  washed  ashore 13265,13367 

Dimethyl  aniline..*. 13410,13601 

Diphenylamine « 13580 

Direct-tax  refunding  act 13398 

Disbursing  ofHceni' balances 13038 

Di«charging  vessels  at  places  other  than  ports  of  entry,  refund  of  expenses 13420 

Discontinuance  of  bonded  route  of  Oregon  Short  Line  and  Utah  Northern  Railway  Com- 
pany   13520 

Discriminating  dues  on  vessels  of  Costa  Rica % 13183 

duty  on  g^oods  from  Mexico 18507 

Di«infectioa,  immigrants'  baggage^ 13463    , 

personal  effects  and  baggage  of  immigrants  and  others  ftrom  cholera-infected 

districts 13121,13138 

rags  from  foreign  ports 13126 

vessels  from  cholera-infected  districts 13014,13263 

Disks  and  plates  of  glaM 13294 

Dinilled  spirits,  drawback  bonds,  internal-revenue  covering 13019 

Distribution  of  proceeds  of  sale  of  unclaimed  goods. 13451 

Dockage  of  foreign  steam-vessel ^ 13466 

Documenting  of  vessels  transferred  to  a  foreign  flag »..  13117  , 

Dog  9how,  prize  cup  for , 13358 

Dogs,  smooth  fox  terrier 13562 

Domestic  goods  free  on  each  and  every  importation 18519 

taken  abroad  and  finished 18094 

high  wines  and  alcohol,  exportation  and  reimportation  of. 13251 

water  colors  sent  abroad  for  engraving  purposes  free  on  return^ 13519 

Dough  beads 13619 

Down  powder  puff's.. 18351 

Draff,  allowance  for 13553 

Drawback,  bills  of  lading  filed  with  entries  for,  must  disclose  name  of  owner  or  shipper 13128 

bonds,  internal-revenue,  covering  distilled  spirits 13019 

duties  on  coal,  etc.,  shipped  for  use  as  fuel  on  vessels^ 13101 

on  bags 13394 

blasting  caps 13456 

bolts 18471 

button  blanks '. 13538 

carpets 13534 

clocks 13281 

composition  metal .i..  13280 

creosoted  lumber 13283 

decoratedjx>rcelain  lamp  shades 13479 

driving  wheels : 13401 

electrical  exploders 13286,13465 

embroidered  silk  handkerchiefs 13116 

explosives  "iEtna  dynamite,'*  "blasting  gelatine,'*  " gelatine  dynamite " 13386 

fishnets 13136 

Florida  water 13384 

t 

imported  cylinders  exported  filled  with  domestic  anhydrous  ammonia 13021 

materials  on  exportation  of  articles  madef^om 13033 


XII  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Drawback  od,  linoleum 132^1 

pena 13476 

petroleum  Imrrels. 13475 

pharmaceutical  preparations 13151 

nails  and  tacks 1*107 

sirup,  etc.,  used  in  sweetening:  tobacco 13457 

World's  Fair  caspidors v ^^123 

Dressed,  hackled  line  of  hemp ^ 13366 

Dress  facings,  bias  velveteens 13389 

goods  for  women  and  children :. 132:^ 

holders ^..  1S60 

stays ..••  ^^*^ 

Driving  wheels,  drawback  on 13401 

Dues.discriminating,  removal  of,on  vessels  of  Coeta  Rica 13133 

Dunkirk,  N.  Y.,  privileges  of  immediate  transportation  extended  to 13105 

Dutch  metal  In  leaf 134tf 

Dutiable  charges,  brokerage,  lot  money,  etc 1320n 

lighterage  not 13339 

Duties,  deduction  of,  from  proceeds  of  sale  of  unclaimed  goods 13269 

Duty  on  acetate  of  copper 1SS6S 

acetic  ether 1330;) 

"acribelli"  strings 13234 

adamonite 13352 

African  fiber 13295,13433 

agate,  house  ornaments 134S7 

albums 130M 

alcoholic  compound,  cherry  Juice 13176 

perfumery ; 18066 

"yinaigre  de  toilette" 13565 

alizarine  blue~ 13577 

alkali,  oil  and 13564 

alkaloids,  cumarin 13061 

altars,  marble,  works  of  art 13125 

aluminum 1344fl 

alum-tanned  sheepskins 13315 

aniline,  dimethyl 13601 

animal  charcoal 13359 

animals  for  breeding  purposes 18562,18600,19604,13605,13606 

antimacassars 13592 

antique  tidies 1329<^ 

antiquities 13423 

collection  of. 13300 

appliQu6  gimps ..w 13293 

artificial  flowers,  india-rubber  tubing 134^ 

artists'  water  colors » 1S214 

art,  works  of,  marble  altars 13425 

attar  of  roses 13557 

aurolene  A,  coal-tar  color 135S3 

coal-tar  color 13583 

aventurine  quartz 18337 

badges,  buttonhole 13312 

bagging  for  cotton,  jute  press  cloth ISIdd 

bctgs  containing  ore 13061 

ball  clay 13435 

dresses 13389 

balls,  celluloid 13Z» 

ivory  billiard 13559 
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Synopsis  No. 

Duty  on  bamboo  and  paper  fans '. « 13370 

splints 13199 

bandinir  spindle » 13572 

bands,  hat  Jeather 13243 

bark  of  tree,  braids. 13298 

barometer  tubes 13905 

barrels,  shotgun^ 13326 

of  riiotguns,  rough-bored '. 13829 

baskets  for  liquor  in  bottles 13077 

willow  liquor-set  holders ..~ 18355 

bathing  trunks 13615 

beaded  trimming* 13320 

beads 13309 

dough 13619 

glass,  in  gimps. ♦ 13293 

one-hole 13291 

ornaments. 13306 

turquoise 13317 

bean  meal.  locust 13078 

bearskins 13297,13585 

beaver  tails 13240 

beet-root  sugar 13612 

belts,  silk  wearing  apparel 13444 

betanaphthol I8S66 

bibulous  paper.. 13052 

billiard  balls 13569 

oinitro  toluol 13578 

bisulphite  of  lime  and  lampblack 18071 

black  teapoU,  Indian 18066 

bladders,  flah  isinglass 13549 

blanks,  nail 13201 

blue,  alizarine 18577 

developer 18607 

bonnet,  hat 13291 

pins 18288,13307 

booklets  for  printing 13327 

books,  German  periodicals 13452 

in  foreign  languages 13363 

Lloyds*  circulars 13482 

memorandum 13423 

of  lithographic  prints 13343 

rebound 13593 

sample 13330 

borders,  mantel 13193 

bottles  containing  free  goods.. , 18165 

empty  gin 13064 

glass 13461 

hollow-glass  female  figures 13428 

smelling 13610 

boxes  of  water-color  paints 13053 

braided  tapes 13423 

braids 13423 

and  cords,  silk-elastic 13374 

feather-stitched 13423 

for  hats,  tree  bark 13298 

silk-elastic 13365 

bricks  of  pumice  stone A 136U 

brine,  orange  peel  in 18017 


XIV  INDEX. 

Synopelo  No. 

Duty  on  bronze  castings  for  churches. 13324 

replicas 13314 

statuary....^ 13050,13069 

brushes,  powder  puffli » 13351 

buggies. 13354 

burlaps 13*23 

buttonhole  badges 13312 

buttons,  beads .'. I33(W 

glass  and  metal 13334 

ivory 18382,13620 

cabinet  furniture 132S6 

specimens 133S2 

cable-laid  twine 13186 

calfskins 13363 

camphorated  naphthalene 13571 

camphor,  reflned 135l> 

candelabra .-. 13362 

candy,  rock ~  1337i 

carbon  marble 13S71 

card  clothing,^opper  wire  for 13488 

cards,  gelatin,  paintings 13D67 

•   carica  papaya ^  135*1 

"carousals,"  organs  for ISflO 

carriages 13^t 

cases  containing  violin  strings 13076 

castings  for  churches,  bronze 13S24 

castile  soap...-. 13560 

celluloid  balls,  toys ^ 1322S 

chairs,  Aubusson  tapestry 13325 

charcoal,  animal 13359 

sticks 13547 

chemical  compound,  bisulphite  of  lime 19071 

chloride  of  zinc 13070 

glassware 18177,13493 

barometer  tubes 135W 

salt,  acetate  of  copper 13S8!!< 

salts IZt'Xi 

chenille  drapery 13340 

cherr>*  juice,  concentrated 13176, 1842S 

china  buttonhole  badges 13312 

grass  noils 13S4.t 

reeds 13244 

Chinese  goods 13207 

chloride  of  zinc 1.307i> 

chocolate,  sweetened 13563 

chrome  green , 132nci 

chromium  fluorine '. 1361'2 

church  windows 13469 

clasps,  necklace 13426 

clay,  ball 13435 

clippings,  fur 13045 

clock  cases 1337:3 

jewels 13364 

clocks,  onyx 133CS 

cloth,  jute  press 13436 

coaches 13354 

coal-oil  barrels,  steel  in ^ .*. 13512 
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Ssrnopals  No. 

Daty  on  coal-tar  colon. 13423 

aurolene 13583 

A 13583 

wash  blue '. 13060 

preparafeione,  alizarine  blue 13577 

betanaphthol 13566 

binitro  toluol 13578 

blue  developer 13607 

chromium  fluorine 13602 

diphenylamine 13580 

g^allooyanine 13577 

hydroquinone 13590 

naphthaline 13571,  L3598 

naphthionate  of  soda 13570 

naphthol  salt  R 13568 

naphtylamine 13566 

nifcro  toluol 13601 

oil  of  mustard 18539 

paramidophenal  salzsaures 13587 

phenylendlamine ^ ^ 13560,13602 

^  pyoktanin 13597 

resorcine , L'J597 

rodlnal ISSsI 

thio  chromogen 18567 

toluidine  base 13570 

products,  classification ~ 13017 

oold-roUed  copper  sheets v 13335 

collection  of  antiquities , 13300 

collodion  pins 13557 

colored  window  glass 13191 

colors,  coal-tar,  aurolene 13583 

A ; 13583 

chrome  green 13200 

Golumna,  onyx i 13373 

coinmiflsiqns  paid  by  foreign  manufacturer  to  his  agent 13268 

concentrated,  cherry  juice 13176,13423 

oonfectlonery,  sugar  crystals 13333 

copper,  acetate  of. ^3588 

rollers 13472 

sheets,  cold-rolled 13335 

wire  for  card  clothing .*. 13488 

cord,  cotton *. 13572 

cords  and  braids,  silk-elastic 13374 

cotton 13186 

elastic 13310 

silk-elastic 13365 

cork  ventilators 13603 

oorsetlacets 13216 

cosmetics,  eyebrow  {pencils ^ 13442 

cotton  and  paper  table  covers ^ 13220 

silk  vestings ^ 131815 

wool  waste 13217 

bathing  trunks. 13615 

cloth  "coutil" - ^ 13242 

cord ! 13572 

cords 13IS6 

countable,  vestings i 132H9 
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Synopsis  No. 

Duty  on  cotton  elastic  webbing 13311 

furniture  damask 13198 

handkerchiefs. 18481-13595 

Madras 13592 

neckties 13444 

pulp 13594 

cottons,  countable 18178,18192,13236 

countable  cottons 13178,18162,13336 

cotton  vestings 13289 

linens 13441 

coupes - 13854 

''coutil,"  cotton  cloth -  13242 

covers,  linen , ^ 1SS06 

crayons,  charcoal  sticks 13M7 

creams,  lemon,  orange,  etc 13333 

r 

crimpers,  hair » -  13237 

crinkled  seersucker 132% 

crin  vegetal 18296, 13423 

crocidolite  umbrella  handles 13377 

crocus lXXi6 

crude  minerals ^ 13352 

crystal  balls 13487 

crystals,  English 18333 

rock 1384« 

cufft 13445 

cumarin 13061 

cylinder,  glass,  colored -  13191 

damask  for  furniture 13199 

decorated  pottery 13196 

desiccated  vegetables 13179 

developer,  blue 13807 

dimethyl  aniline ! 13601 

diphenylamine .'. 13S80 

disks,  glass,  silvered 13175 

of  glass 13294 

dough  beads 13619 

down  powder  puffs 133SI 

drapery,  chenille 13340 

dressed  hemp 13366 

dress  goods,  silk  and  worsted 132S7 

holders ". 18360 

laces 13437 

stays 18437 

duck,  union 13289 

Dutch  metal  In  leaf 13440 

dyed  gruM 18574 

dyewood  extract,  primulinebuff 13423 

extracts,  steam  black 13996 

earth,  red 13** 

earthenware,  buttonhole  badges 13312 

decorated  pottery 13196 

painted  plaques 18^31 

painted  porcelain 18074 

sinks 13616 

washtubs 13616 

earths,  ochery 18606 

easel  photograph  frames 18361 
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Synopsis  No. 

I>atjr  on  elastic  goods,  cords,  etc 13310 

webbin§: 13311 

electric^light  carbons,  bamboo  splints  for 13199 

embroidered  cotton  handkerchiefs 13481 

woolen  robes 13423 

embroideries,  cotton  madras 13592 

embroidery,  open  work 13506 

emigrants' horses.^ 13S99 

enamels,  hand'painted 13908 

engravers'  plates 13335 

essential  oil,  attar  of  roses 13557 

ether,  acetic 13303 

oil  of  wine  not 18498 

extract,  querdtrin 13423 

eyebrow  pencils;. 13442 

fancy  bonnet  pins 13238 

fans 13370 

kuskus  root 13325 

silk  lace 13308 

feather-stitched  braids 13423 

fiber,  African 13295,13423 

kittool 13591 

filtering  paper 13062 

fish,  bladders,  isinglass 13549 

Russian  sardines 13167 

fishinglines.......! a...  13173 

trousers 13178 

flowers 13375 

artificial,  parts  of. - 13438 

fluorine,  chromium '. 18602 

foil,  tin 13317 

frames 13361 

French  mustard 13080 

fruit  ether 13303 

juice,  raspberry  vinegar 18195 

fur  clippings 13245 

hamster .". 13180 

rabbits' 13313 

furniture,  Aubusson  tapestry,  screens,  etc 13226 

damask * 13198 

house  and  cabinet > 13226 

furs,  polar  bear  and  tiger  skins. 13297 

"souslik"  andsquirrel 13182 

fusians,  crayons 13547 

gaUocyanine 13577 

gelatin  cards,  paintings 13067 

silk  and  cotton  hat  crowns,  etc 13288 

German  music  books 13328 

periodicals 13452 

giant  paper  umbrellas 13423 

umbrellas 13063 

gigs-- 13354 

crimps,  applique. 13293 

grin  bottles,  empty,  corked,  etc 13064 

grlass  and  metal  buttons 13334 

beaded  silk  and  cotton  trimmings 13320 

beads 13306,13309 
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Synopaia  No. 

Duty  on  glass  beads  in  grimps 13293 

bottles 13461 

colored  lanterns.... 13W9 

disks 132&4 

siU'ered 13175 

for  mosaics.. 13576 

graduates 1S493 

lenses 13294 

plates 13294 

rods r 13575 

smelling  bottles. 135K' 

toy  slates 13KC 

tubing 13177 

window,  colored 13191 

windows,  painted 13617 

glassware,  chemical , 13177,  I349^» 

etc,  barometer  tubes 1350Q 

goat  hair !:«« 

skins 1346S 

graduates,  glass 1349^5 

grain  bags 133*® 

grass,  dyed,  natural 1®74 

grasses 13375 

grease,  oil,  and  alkali 135M 

soap 13439 

■  s^en  chrome 1320u 

ground  herbs,  *'paprica  " 131SS 

hackled  hemp 13366 

hair  crimpers -. 132S7 

goat ■ 13496 

rabbits' fur 13313 

hamster  fur »  13180 

handkerchiefs 13445 

hemstitched 13KR 

linen 13445 

scalloped  and  embroidered 134SI 

handles,  umbrella,  mother-of-pearl 1SS49 

Harmonicas 133K 

toys 1342S 

harness-makers*  needles '. 135f'2 

swage... 183i'l 

hat  bands,  leather 33243 

crowns,  etc.,  of  gelatin,  silk,  and  cotton 132S^ 

forms  of  sparterie lS2(i? 

materials,  cork  ventilators 13603 

pins 13291, 133»7 

hats,  miners',  of  wool  and  resin .>. !©?•: 

braids  for 1329S 

Havana  leaf  tobacco 13434 

heads  of  bears,  stuffed 13297 

tigers,  stuffed 132&7 

•'  Heliken  in  Kisten,"  musical  instruments 134.3o 

hemp,  hackled,  line  and  dressed izw 

herbs,  ground l.OiS'i 

Highland  costumes 13371 

holders,  dress 133A^ 

horn  machete  handles ..,,  i^^ST 
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Synopsis  No. 

Duly  on  horns,  post 13241 

horsehair,  dyed. ^ 13218 

horses,  emigrants' » .*. 13999 

honeshoe-nail  blanks 13201 

hydroquinone 13590 

imitation  necklaces.. 13345 

opals • 13390 

precious  stones,  turquoise  beads ^ 18347 

immortelle  floirers... 13379 

india-rubber  elastic  cords. 13310,13365,13374 

webbing 13311 

fishing  trousers 13173 

scrap 13215 

tubing,  parts  of  artificial  flowers 13438 

Indian  black  (eapoU 13066 

inkstands,  traveling 13304 

iron  wire  netting 13501 

wrought  tubes. 13210 

isinglass,  fish  bladders 18549 

'  iTory  billiard  balls. 18559 

buttons 13332,13620 

Jacquard  needles 13227 

jade 13337 

jasper.... 13337 

jelly,  lemon  creams,  etc 13233 

jewelry,  crysUl  balls,  etc 13487 

hat  and  bonnet  pins. 13307 

imitation  necklaces 13345 

religious  medals. 13190 

shell  necklaces 13342 

jewels,  clock 13364 

juice,  cherry,  concentrated.. 13176 

Jute  presscloth 13436 

kaolin,  ball  clay 18435 

keys  for  sardine  boxes 18618 

klttool  fiber 13591 

knives,  machetes 13357 

kuskua-root  fans 13325 

lace  aprons 13423 

cotton  tidies 13296 

snkfons - 13308 

laces 13068 

dress 13437 

laoetB,  silk  corseU 13216 

lanterns,  small  colored 18609 

i«af  tobacco 13434 

in  bundles 18356 

leather,  alum-tanned 13315 

cases  for  tumblers 13166 

coverings  for  watches 13171 

hatbands 13243 

skins  for  morocco 13363 

lemon  juice.. 132;J2 

lenses,  glass,  with  metal  bands 13294 

lime  juice 1323:^ 

line  of  hemp l-^"^^' 

linen  surplices ^^^^^ 
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Synopsis  No. 

Duty  on  linen  tidies " ~..  1350ft 

linens,  countable \ 13441 

lines,  fishing .*. 13173 

liquid  paraffin 13B8f» 

liquor-set  holders ~  133SS 

lithographic  prints 13S27 

books  of 13*43 

fVamed ~  1332S 

tin-Aramed 133a< 

lithophone -  1342.? 

Lloyds' circulars 13488 

locust-bean  meal 1807f' 

logwood  decoctions,  steam  black 13W6 

machete,  horn,  handles :....  13357 

machines,  olive-oil -  13428 

Madras  cotton 135K 

magazines 13336 

malacca  whipstocks 13322 

mantel  borders 13193 

marble  altars  as  works  of  art 13I2R 

carbon 13571 

clocks 13308 

columns 13373 

manufactures  of 13337 

vases 13373 

mattress-makers*  needles 18502 

meal,  locust-bean 13t» 

medal  prize  cup 1335^ 

medals,  religious 18190,13378,13497 

medicinal  preparations,  carica  papaya 13561 

pilocarpine  muriate 1306^ 

nitrate 130fi8 

pyoktanin 13597 

veratrine 13061 

memorandum  books 13423 

metal  and  glass  buttons , 13334 

engravers*  plates „ 1333S 

mantels  in  part  of. 13193 

thread 1S44S 

military  silk  sashes ims^ 

mineral  green ISaW 

miners'  hats 13380 

mirrors,  glass  disks ISlTTl 

pocket 13235 

morocco,  skins  for 1336S 

mosaic  glass 13576 

mother-of-pearl  umbrella  handles 13M9 

mull-cord  stripes ISi:"* 

mushrooms,  prepared  truffles 13213 

music  books,  German 1332? 

musical  instruments,  "Heliken  in  Kisten" 131S? 

organs 13SI9 

mu9ketH,  Turkish ISSIJ 

mustard,  French latwp 

oil  of : ' 135}* 

nail  blanks 133(il 

naphthalene 13571, 1S59^ 
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Bynopsia  No. 

Duty  on  napfathionate  of  soda « 1341^,13579 

napbthol  salt  R ^ 13568 

naphtylamiDe 13566 

natural  grraM,  dyed 13574 

necklace  clasps 13426 

necklaces,  imitation , 13345 

shell 13342 

neclcties.  cotton 13444 

needles,  Jacquard 13227 

sailmakers*  etc 13802 

nephrite- a 13337 

netting,  iron-wire 13501 

nets,  silk 13068 

veUfng 13068 

neatraline 13188 

nitro  toluol 13601 

noils,  China  grass - 13348 

noirsolide 13SW 

Norwegian  Veritas 13353 

nutm^,  oil  of. 13682 

nuts,  palm 18491 

ocbery  earths 13008 

oil  and  alkali ^. 13564 

distilled,  neutraline 18183 

essential,  attar  of  roses 13657 

liquid  parafSn 13586 

of  mustard 13599 

nutmeg 13582 

wine  not  ether 18498 

olive 1354'5 

oleateofsoda 13423 

olive  oil 13545 

machines 13428 

onyx  clocks 13808 

columns 13373 

vases 13373 

opals,  imitation 13380 

openers,  watch-oase 13430 

openwork  embroidery 13506 

opera-glass  cases » 13073 

glasses,  shell 13308 

orange  peel  in  brine 13170 

ore,  bags  containing 13051 

oigans  for  carousals 13319 

ornamental  hat  and  bonnet  pins 13291 

ornaments,  beads 13306 

otter  skins 13240 

padded  union  duck 13289 

paint,  white,  containing  zinc 13230 

painted  glass  windows 13617 

porcelain  plaques 13427 

paintings,  gelatin  cards 18067 

of  American  artists 13331 

on  porcelain 13074,13431 

wood  panels 13306 

paints  and  colors,  crocus 13206 

lithophone 13428 


XXII  INDEX. 

Synopsis  Ko. 

Duty  on  paints,  artists'  water-color « 18214 

boxes  of  water  colors '. 13063 

chrome  green 13200 

palm  nuts 13491 

panels,  wood,  paintings  on 13305 

pantograph 18429 

papaya  carica. 13561 

paper,  bibulous .'. 13052 

filtering 13052 

giant  umbrellas 13063 

manufactures  of,  albums 13064 

snakes 13068 

umbrellas 13423 

paprica,  ground 1318S 

paraffin 13183 

liquid ! 1358S 

paragon  wire 13211 

paramidophenal  salzsaures 13587 

paste,  dough  beads 13611^ 

Patnarlce 18231,13123 

pen-and-ink  sketches. 18299 

pencils,  eyebrow 13442 

penholders,  quill 13424 

pepsin,  vegetable 13581 

perfumery,  alcoholic 13056 

'Winaigre  de  toilette  " 18SG5 

periodicals,  German 13452 

Lloyds'  circulars 13182 

old  magasines. , I383G 

"Yule  Tide" 13344 

phenylendiamine 136(S 

phenylene  diamine 13569 

photograph  frames,  easels 133S1 

pile  fabrics .•. 13340 

pilocarpine  muriate « 18058 

nitrate 13058 

pins,  bonnet 18238,13307 

collodion - 18557 

hat 13307 

ornamental  hat  and  bonnet 13291 

pistols 13316 

plaques,  painted  por<»lain 13427 

plates  of  glass 13294 

pocket  mirrors 13335 

polar-bearskins 18397 

polariscopes,  parts  of 13187 

polishing  powder 18206 

porcelain,  paintings  on 13074,13431 

porphyry 13ffl7 

post  horns 13341 

pottery,  decorated • 13196 

powder  puff^ 13351 

sachet 13S» 

powdered  soap 13^*1 

precious  stones • 133*^ 

imitation  opals 1335^ 

in  hatpins 13291 


INDEX.  XXIIl 

Syuopsifi  No. 

Duty  on  precious  stones,  jewels  for  clocks 13364 

rock  crystals. 13346 

tiger-eye 13377 

prepared  vegetables.. , 13207 

pre8e^^'ed  Aruits 13207 

press  cloth,  jute 13436 

primnliae  buff 13428 

printed  matter,  German  periodicals 13452 

soap  wrappers 13318 

prints,  lithographic 18327,13828,13388 

prise  cup,  silver. 18358 

medals,  religious 13497 

prune  wine 13341 

pufl^,  powder 13351 

pulp,  cotton 130M 

pumioe^tone  bricks 13611 

pyoktanin 18597 

pyrozyline  balls 13223 

quartz 13337 

quercitrin  extracts 13423 

quill  penholders 13434 

'*  quotations,'^  new  types 13228 

rabbits' fur 13318 

ramie  noils 13348 

raspberry  vinegar 13195 

rattans 13244 

red  earth 13608 

reeds 13344 

umbrella  sticks 13321 

refined  camphor. 13548 

regalia 13363 

highland  costume 13378 

wearing  apparel 18489 

religious  medals 13190,18378,13497 

replicas,  bronze 13814 

resin  and  wool  hats 13380 

resorcine 13597 

rhodonite 13337 

rice,  Patna.. 13281,18423 

Rimmers  toilet  vinegar ' 18066 

water 13066 

rock  candy 18372 

crystals 13346 

rodinal 13587 

rods,  glass 13575 

steel  wire i 13371 

rollers,  copper 13472 

roses,  attar  of. 13557 

round  reeds 13244 

rubber  scrap 13215,13423 

rucbings,  silk 13224 

rufflings,  silk 13224 

Snssian  sardines 13167 

sachet  powder 13558 

sailmakers'  needles. 13502 

salad  oil 13545 

salzsanres,  paramidophenal 13587 


XXIV  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Daty  on  samples,  l)ook8 13330 

cuffs 134« 

handkerchiefs 134« 

sardine-box  keys 13618 

sardines,  Russian 13167 

sashes,  military  silk 13123 

sauce,  French  mustard IdOSf) 

scarfs,  linen 13U1 

scrap,  rubber 18215,13133 

screens,  Aubusson  tapestry 19225 

silk,  painted 1S3M 

seeds,  palm  nuts 13491 

seersucker,  crinkled »..  13236 

selenite,  parts  of  polariscopes 13187 

sheaves  of  wheat 13375 

sheepskins,  alum-tanned 13315 

tawed  or  tanned 13419 

shell  necklaces .' 18342 

opera  grlasses 13308 

shirtings,  silk  and  cotton 13423 

shoterun  barrels,  rough-bored 13339 

shotguns 18326 

side  arms,  pistols 13316 

silk  and  cotton  shirtings 13123 

trimmings 1333D 

vestings 18185 

worsted  dress  goods 132^ 

corset  lacetfl « 13216 

elastic  cords 1336S 

and  braids. 13365,13374 

webs 133&5 

lace  fans 13308 

nets  and  veilings 13068 

painted  screens 1330S 

ruchings 13224 

rufflings - f. 18224 

sashes 13123 

silver-mounted  smelling  bottles 13610 

prise  cup 13353 

silvered  glass  disks 1317S 

sinks,  earthenware 1361^ 

sketches,  pen-and-ink.. 13299 

skins,  beaver  tails 13240 

for  morocco 13^ 

goat 13468 

polar-bear 13297 

"souslik"  and  squirrel  furs 18182 

sheep,  alum-tanned 13315 

tiger 13297 

and  bear 13585 

skirted  wool 13049 

slates,  toy,  glass. 13197 

smelling  bottles. 13610 

smithsonite 13352 

snakes,  manufactures  of,  paper 13063 

soap,  castile 18560 

grease 13438 


INDEX.  XXV 

Synopsis  No. 
Daty  on  soap,  powdered 13561 

wrappers 13318 

Boda,  naphthionateor. 13423,13579 

oleate  of. 13423 

sodiam  carbonate 13590 

sorted  third-daaa  wool 13423 

*'80osHk"  ftira 13182 

spar ., 13187 

sparterie 13203 

qieciinens  of  minerals 18352 

spice,  ground  paprica 13188 

spindle  banding ^ 13572 

splints,  bamboo. 13199 

spracc  timber.. 13172 

squirrel  furs. '. 13182 

stained-glass  windows 13469,13617 

statuary,  bronze 13059,13069 

castings 13324 

replicas 13314 

stays,  dress. 13437 

steam  black 13596 

steel  in  coal-oil  barrels 13512 

wire  rods 13371 

sticks,  charcoal 13547 

umbrella • 13321 

sugar,  beet-root 13612 

Englisb  crystals 18833 

Biriphoricinoleate  of  soda 13423 

surplices 13489 

sweat  bands. 13243 

sweetened  chocolate 13447,13563 

swords,  theatrical 13209 

synthetic 13589 

table  cloths,  linen 13441 

covers,  cotton  and  paper 13220 

tables,  ornamented  with  bronze,  etc 13226 

tapes,  braided 13423 

tawed  sheepskins 13449 

teapots,  Indian  black 13066 

theatrical  swords 13209 

thermometer  tubes. 18505 

thio  chromogen 13567 

third-class  wool 13423 

thread,  metal 13443 

tidies,  antique 13296 

cotton,  metal  ^nd  worsted  threads 13296 

linen 18506 

tiger  and  bear  skins 13585 

eye 13377 

skins 18297 

timber,  spruce 13172 

tinfon 13317 

tobacco,  Havana  leaf 13434 

leaf,  wrapper,  in  bundles 13356 

toilet  preparations,  powdered  soap 13561 

sachet  powder 13558 

vinegar 13066 


XXVI  INDEX. 

Synopfiia  No. 

Duty  on  toilet  water,  Rimmers 130K 

toluidine  baae 13570 

ftulphoacid 135C7 

toothbrushes 13307 

topas  house  ornaments >  13487 

toy  harmonicas 13423 

lanterns 13609 

slates,  glass 13197 

watches 13229 

toys,  celluloid  balls >  13233 

harmonicas ISSOS 

"Heliken  in  Kisten" 13i33 

paper  snakes '. 13063 

tree  bark,  braids * 1S2» 

trimmings,  silk  and  cotton,  glass-beaded 13330 

trophies,  prise  cup 13356 

trousers,  fishing ^  13178 

trousseau 13*32 

truffles ". ISfiS 

prepared 13213 

trunks,  bathing 13615 

tubes,  barometer 13506 

thermometer 13805 

wrought-iron 13210 

tubing,  glass 13177 

tumblers,  leather  oases  for ISltt 

Turkish  muskets 13212 

turquoise  beads 13347 

twine,  cable-laid 13186 

types,  new,  "quotation" 132S8 

ultramarine  blue  in  pulp -  13133 

wash  blue -.  130* 

umbrella  handles,  crocidolite 13S77 

mother-of-pearl 1S349 

sticks 13321 

wire 13211 

umbrellan,  giant 13063 

paper 13423 

union  duck 1838* 

upholsterers' needles 1^02 

vases,  onyx 13313 

vegetable  fiber,  China  grass  noils 13348 

kittool 18591 

pepsin 135E1 

vegetables,  desiccated 13179 

prepared  Chinese 13307 

vegetal,  crin .'. 13295 

ventilators,  cork ISfiOl 

veratrine 13061 

verdigris,  acetate  of  copper  not. 13588 

vestings,  cotton  and  silk 131« 

of  countable  cotton 1S3S 

"  vinalgre  de  toilette  " 13565 

vinegar ,....  13075 

raspberry 13198 

toilet 130W 

violin  strings 13334 


INDEX.  XXVII 

Synopsis  No. 

Duty  on  violin  strings,  cases  oontaining • 13076 

wash  blue,  coal-tar  color.... 13060 

washtubs,  earthenware 13616 

waste,  animal  charcoal  not. 13399 

China  grass  noils 13848 

cotton  and  wool 132L7 

flir  clippings 13245 

Jute,  not  paper  stock 18217 

rubber  scrap 13216,13423 

watch-case  openers 13430 

jewels 13364 

watches,  leather  coverings  for 13171 

toy 13229 

water-color  paints..... 13214 

boxes  of 13063 

wearing  apparel,  ball  dresses 13369 

corset  laces 1321G 

cotton  neckties ^ 13444 

lace  aprons.... 13423 

military  silk  sashes 13423 

regalia  13489 

silk  belts 13444 

webbing  cotton  elastic 13311 

webs,  silk  elastic 13365 

whalebone  strips,  dress  stays 13487 

wheat,  sheaves  of. 18375 

whipsAocks,  malacca 13322 

white  paint  containing  zinc 13230 

window  glass,  colored 13191 

windows,  glass 134C9 

painted 13617 

wine,  prune 13341 

wire,  copper,  for  card  clothing. 13488 

netting,  iron 13S01 

paragon 13211 

rods,  steel 13371 

women^s  and  children's  dress  goods 13287 

wood,  bamboo  splints 13199 

manufactures  of,  organs 13319 

wool  and  resin  hats 13880 

skirted 13049 

sorted  third-class... 13423 

woolen  robes,  embroidered 13423 

works  of  art,  bronze  replicas 13314 

regalia 13302 

worsted  and  silk  dress  goods 13287 

wrappers,  soap... 133L8 

•'Yule  Tide" 13344 

zinc,  chloride  of. 13070 

Dyewood  extract 13423 

extracts,  aurolene 13583 

steam  black 1^96 

Earthenware,  brown,  washtubs  and  sinks 13C16 

decorated,  buttonhole  badges 1^312 

pottery 13196 


XXVIII  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Earthenware,  Indian  black  teapots 19066 

painted  plaques 1342?,  134-31 

porcelain  plaques 19071 

salt,  glazed,  not  decorated 18616 

Earths,  oohery 13808 

Eight-hour  law  of  August  1, 1892,  as  applied  to  public  works 13IIS 

Eikonogen 13410 

Elastic  cords  and  braids 13374 

etc 13365 

goods,  cords 13310 

webbing. 13311 

Electrical  exploders,  drawback  on 13286,13165 

Electric-light  carbons,  bamboo  splints IBl^K.) 

Embroidered  cotton  neckties 13144 

cottons  (loom),  Q.  A.  1492  suspended 13034 

handkerchiefs,  scalloped 1348^ 

sUk  handkerchiefs,  drawback  on 13116 

woolen  robes 13423 

Embroideries,  cotton  Madras  antimacassars. 13Si9'« 

Embroidery,  certain  openwork  dutiable  as 13906 

Emigrants'  horses 13599 

Employes  of  exhibitors  at  World's  Fair 13122 

Enamels 1330S 

Engravers'  plates. 13335 

Entireties,  memorandum  books 134^ 

and  pencils. IdOM 

Entry,  additions  on  purchased  gfoods 13199 

clerical  error  in 13500 

consigned  goods,  advances  on 130fi2 

exhibits  for  World's  Fair. 13118 

for  warehouse,  protests ISHM 

goods  by  consignees  under  ocean  bill  of  lading. 130^ 

received  at  ports  of  delivery  under  immediate-transportation  entrie8..13453, 19454. 13^155 

imported  goods,  made  by  corporations 13(^ 

importer  bound  by 134S5 

list  of  ports  of » 13M4 

neglect  to  add  charges 135i> 

reliquidations  within  one  year 13950 

right  to  make,  passes  to  indorsee  of  bill  of  lading. 132^ 

stiecification  of  charges  in 13&55 

Error,  clerical,  failure  to  add  charges  on  entry 1350C 

In  invoice  of  handkerchiefs l^iM 

original  consular  invoice 132!)'* 

in  entry,  manifest  clerical 130(5 

invoice 13332,13876 

invoices,  clerical 13551 

pro-forma  invoices 13*X> 

return  of  weight ISN 

Esterbrook  steel  pens,  drawback  on 1347^ 

Ether,  acetic,  dutiable  as 133P3 

not  a  fruit  ether 13SQS 

oil  of  wine  not 1S49C 

Evasion  of  quarantine  regulations 13360 

Examination,  machinery 13274,13^ 

and  other  bulky  goods  at  premises  of  owners 13006, 13M(' 

passengers'  baggage 13270,133^ 

Exhibitors  at  World's  Fair,  employes  of. 13122 


INDEX.  XXIX 

Synopsis  No. 

Eihibita,  entry  of,  for  World's  Colum\>ian  Exposition 13118 

Expense  of  preparing  inerchnndise  in  Icionded  warehouses  for  reweigrhing 13162 

Expenses  of  cnstoms  officers  superintending  discharge  of  vessels  at  places  other  than  ports 

of  entry 132{>4 

Exploders,  electrical,  drawback  on 13286 

Explosive  substances  excepted  firom  privileges  of  warehousing  and  immediate-transporta- 
tion acts 13107 

storage  of,  and  duty  on 13082 

Exportation  and  reimportation  of  domestic  high  wines  and  alcohol 13251 

of  Canadian  beans  to  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico 13011 

Extract,  quercitrin - 13423 

Eyebrow  pencils 13442 

P. 

Fancy  bonnet  pins 1322)8 

Fans,  bamboo  and  surface-coated  pi^>er 13370 

kusknaroot 13325 

silk  lace 1*308 

Feather-stitched  braids 13423 

Fee*!,  admeaaurement  of  vessels 13115 

and  charges,  cost  of  measuring  laces 13556 

certificate  of  importation  of  burlaps 13127 

gauging  exported  rum 13954 

private  warehouse  charges 13057 

Femandina,  Fla.,  privileges  of  immediate  transportation  extended  to 13106 

Fiber,  African 13423 

kittool 13591 

Fibrous  v^^etable  substance,  African  fiber 13296 

crin  vegetal 13295 

FflteHng  paper 13052 

Fines,  penalties,  and  forfeitures,  remission  of. 13278 

Fish  bladders  not  isinglass. 13549 

nets,  drawback  on ^ 13136 

products  of  American  fisheries 13613 

Russian  sardines 13167 

Fishing  trousers  and  lines 13173 

Flag  for  society  of  Italian  marksmen 13124 

Flax  fishing  line 13178 

Florida  water,  allowance  for  soakage  or  absorption  of  spirits  in  warehouse  used  in  malting..  13450 

drawback  on 13384 

Horin,  Austrian 13474 

valuation  of,  in  invoices  of  goods  from  Buda-Pesth 13130 

value  of... 13091,18163 

Flour  dust  in  bags,  allowance  for 13553 

Flowers,  artificial,  parts  of 13438 

grasses,  sheaves  of  wheat 13375 

Foil : 13317 

Foreign  coins,  values  of. 13381 

currency,  date  fixing  value  of. 13018 

Forfeitures,  remission  of... 13278 

Fortiaed  lemon  juice 13008 

Fragile  goods,  unpacking  of,  for  the  World^s  Columbian  Exposition 13404 

Framed  lithographs '. 13328 

Franrn,  photographs,  easel 13361 

tin 133:« 

France,  metric  notation  in  invoices  of  goods  from 13&11 

prohibition,  importation  of  rags  from 130^15 


XXX  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Fraudulent  entry,  proceedings  on 13196 

Free  distribution  of  wheat  by  the  commissioner  of  agriculture  for  Arkansas ~..  I3ir« 

Free  entry,  American  whisky  returned 13S76 

articles  for  use,  Algerine  and  Tunisian  village  at  World's  Ck>lumbian  EziKwition.  IXfS) 

books  manufactured  more  than  twenty  years  at  date  of  importation 13164 

bronze  castings  for  church 13E4 

replicas 133U 

candelabra 13*.: 

clothing  of  passengers,  no  limitation  as  to  yalue 13117 

collection  of  antiquities  intended  for  sale 133K' 

cooking  utensils  and  other  household  effects  of  persons  dying  abroad 133S9 

domestic  bags 13032 

goods  taken  abroad,  dyed,  and  finished 13f)^ 

flag  for  society  Italian  marksmen 13I2i 

for  board  of  survey,  pantograph 1342& 

colleges,  olive-oil  machines 13e» 

grain  bags IX^ 

horses  imported  by  Indians  as  merchandise 131:^ 

immigrants*  horses 135*? 

medals 13197 

painting^  of  American  artist : lo^l 

International  Art  Association ISl'Tfi 

personal  effects,  shotguns 131^ 

sample  books 133J 

sealskin  sacque  left  abroad  accidentally 1344^ 

silver  prize  cup 133S8 

"Stations  of  the  Cross" 13CeC 

statuary  for  exhibition  at  World's  Columbian  Exposition,  and  at  close  to  be  pre- 
sented to  a  municipal  corporation 13ir 

sugar 13512 

trousseau. 134.S 

water  colors  sent  abroad  for  engraving  purposes l^li 

wearing  apparel  arriving  after  owner 1^^' 

ball  dresses I395i' 

whisky  in  bottles 134fir' 

goods,  coverings  for ISORl.  13165 

on  board,  price  of  goods  in  invoices 1^1 

French  mustard l^Tft- 

w^  vessel,  supplies  for '. li'iSe 

Fruit  ether,  acetic  ether  not 13SX» 

green,  invoicing  of.  from  Palermo ^  1301J 

juice,  raspljerry  vinegar 131i^ 

Fur  clippings ^  lS24i^ 

certain,  not  waste 132ft 

dressed,  on  the  skin,  l>eaver  tails 1324'' 

hamster 131^ 

manufactures  of,  polar  bear  and  tiger  skins  with  stuffed  heads 13'2l'7 

on  the  skin,  dressed,  certain  fur  clippings ISii** 

rabbits' 1331;^ 

souslik  and  squirrel iSi< 

Furniture,  damask IZ\^ 

tables in:^ 

tapestry,  screens  and  chairs 13225 

"Fusains"  or  charcoal  sticks 13R47 

G. 

Oalloeyanine 13577 

Oclatin  cards,  i)ainted 13»57 
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Synopsis  No. 

Gelatin  "  dynamite/' drawback  on 13386 

imported  in  shooks  of  American  manufacture,  dutiable  value  of. 13029 

flili:  and  cotton  hat  crowns 13288 

ornaments 18288 

General  Appralaers,  list  of  omitted  decisions  of  Board  of. 13423 

samples  of  goods  for  Board  of 13477 

German  horses  for  breeding  purposes 13408 

music  books 13323 

periodicals f. 13152 

tax 13181,13423 

"Gestuetbuch  der  Holatelnischen  Marscheu"  (studbook) 13390 

Giant  umbrellas,  manufactures  of  paper 13423 

Gimps,  appliqu^ < 13293 

Glass  and  metal  buttons 13384 

beaded  cotton  and  metal  applique  gimps « 13293 

beada,  certain  ornaments  and  buttons  not 13306 

stars  and  crescents 13309 

unthreaded  and  unstrung,  one-hole 13291 

bottlea 13461 

colored  lanterns 13609 

disks 13294 

silvered 13175 

easel,  photograph  frames 18361 

graduates 13493 

imitation  opalff. L3350 

leather  and  metal  traveling  inkstands 18304 

lenses  mounted  with  metal  bands 13294 

liquor  sets 133K 

manufactures  of  certain  ornaments  and  buttons , 13306 

mosaic  work..... 13576 

plates. 13294 

and  disks 13294 

rock  crystals  not 13346 

rods 13575 

silver-mounted  smelling  bottles 13610 

toy  slates 13197 

tubes  for  barometers  and  thermometers 13505 

tubing 13177 

tumblers,  leather  covers  for 13166 

turquoise  beads  not 13S47 

window,  cylinder,  colored 13191 

windows,  painted  or  stained 13617 

stained  for  churches 13469 

bottles,  corked  and  labeled 13064 

for  free  goods. 131^ 

G.  A.  1550  suspended 13031 

Goat  hair 13496 

skins « 13468 

Gold  and  silver  bullion,  consular  invoices  for,  shipped  from  mines  of  Honduras 13392 

coins,  purchase  of  uncurrent. 13020 

dust,  importation  of,  no  invoice  or  formal  entry  required 13104 

Grain  bags,  free  entry  of. , 13368 

Crass,  flowers,  sheaves  of  wheat 1.3375 

manufactures  of,  kuskus-root  fans '. 1.3325 

natural,  dyed , 13574 

Grease 13564 

soap : '. 13^139 

Great  Northern  Express  Company,  bond  of 13255 
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Sjnopsis  No. 

(4reen  fruits,  invoicing;  of,  from  Palermo 1301i 

Gun  barrels,  rough-l>ored l^QS^ 

Guns,  incomplete,  classification  of 13521, 1JS35 

shot 13326 

(innstocks,  classification  of. 185B1.135S 

H. 

Hackled,  liiA,  and  dressed  hemp 13366 

Hair  and  )>onnet  pins  not  dutiable  as  jewelry 1^^ 

brushes,  marking  of. 13M2 

crimpers 13237 

dressers  of  thread 1S2ST 

goat 134S6 

horse,  dyed 1321S 

rabbits' f\ir \3Si^ 

Hamster  fur ; -..  131i^- 

Handkerchiefs,  hemstitched,  cotton 13*B 

partly  manufactured l^J* 

samples l-W^ 

scalloped  and  embroidered 13481 

Harmonicas l3tS 

with  celluloid  coverings 13302 

Harness,  silver  and  brass,  chased  and  swaged 133^1 

Hat  and  bonnet  pins  of  metal  set  with  imitation  precious  stones — ••  13^1 

bands  of  leather,  strips  for 13243 

braids  made  from  bark 132S* 

crowns  made  of  gelatin,  Mlk,  and  cotton 132^ 

forms  of  sparterie  and  cotton ISSC 

linings  sent  to  Canada  to  be  printed,  dutiable  on  return  to  United  States 13!^ 

materials,  cork  ventilators ISC''** 

miners',  of  wool  and  resin 133»9 

trimmings,  refund  of  duty IS** 

Head  money,  Chinese IXTS 

"Helikenin  Kisten'' ISlSS 

Hemp,  hackled,  line,  and  dressed 13366 

Hemstitched  coUon  handkerchiefs ', ^...13408.13^ 

Herbs,  ground  paprica IJl* 

Heyl's  Digest,  reference  to,  in  protest  allowable 132S* 

Hides,  tiger  skins  not 13*^ 

Highland  costume  for  military  company loSTi- 

**  Holsteinschen  Elbraarsohen  Stud  Book  of  Germany" 13043 

Horn  machete  handles laST 

Horse,  additional  duty  on  a , igr^l 

Horses,  German,  for  breeding  purposes l.W»* 

importation  from  Canada  for  temporary  purposes 13t9H 

of,  by  Indians ^,.  1S125 

imported  by  a  Canadian  temporarily  residing  in  the  United  States ISKT 

for  exhibition  or  competition,  collective  bond  covering I»i24 

of  immigrants I35&. 

trotting,  bonds  for  return  to  the  United  States 13252 

Horseshoe-nail  blanks ^^j 

Hosiery,  cotton,  value  per  dozen jj4^^ 

marking  of  unfinished igigj 

method  of  prorating  charges  on ;i^j 

House  ornaments U^tfj 
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SynopBifl  No. 

Hoosehold  effeotei,  declarAtion  as  to 13395 

invoices  of 13009 

of  immigrants,  certificate  to  show  date  of  arrival 13144 

person  dying  abroad 13369 

Hydroquinone 13S90 

I. 

Imitation  jewelry,  bonnet  pins  not : 13238 

Immediate  transpoitation,  entries  of  goods  at  ports  of  delivery 13458, 18454, 13466 

goods,  transfer  of  <<wnership  of 13088 

privileges  extended  to  Bangor  and  Vanceboro,  Me 13110 

Dunkirk,  N.Y 18105 

St.  Augustine,  Fla. 13028 

Immigrant  inspectors  to  use  force  to  arrest  and  remove  debarred  Immigrants  to  outgoing 

steamers 13262 

mother  of  child  bom  aAer  she  landed  can  not  be  deported  against  her  will 13542 

Immigrants,  ability  to  read  and  write 13119 

baggage,  disinfection  of. 13463 

destination  in  the  United  States 13120 

eflTects.  declaration  as  to 13399 

entry  of  vessels  carrying » 13459 

in  steerage,  American  citizens,  entrance  of  vessel  allowed 18515 

Immigration,  husband's  residence  a  factor  In  landing  of  his  family 13153 

return  of  immigrants  to  the  country  whence  they  came 13159 

statistics  of. 13119 

wives  and  children  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 13522 

Immortelle  flowers,  dyed 13375 

yellow 13375 

Imported  merchandise,  rewarehousing  of. 13462 

Incomplete  guns,  classification  of 18535 

Inriia  rubber  and  silk  cords  and  braids 13371 

clastic  cords 13310,13365 

webbing 13311 

fishing  trousers 13173 

scrap 13215 

tubing  for  artificial  flowers 13438 

Indians,  importation  of  horses  by • 18125 

Inkstands,  traveling 13304 

Inland  transportation  charges 13184 

Insignia,  reli^rious  medals 13378 

Inspection  of  immigrants  and  baggage 132S3 

Interest  and  penalties,  refund  of.  collected  under  direct-tax  laws 13017 

Internal  revenue,  drawback  bonds  covering  distilled  spirits 13019 

tax  on  supplies  of  brandy,  tobacco,  etc.,  for  war  vessels 13250 

International  Art  Association,  free  entry  of  paintings  of 13102 

Inroioe  measurement  of  silks,  use  of  meters  instead  of  aunes 13022 

Invoices  and  entries,  charges  must  be  specified  in 13239 

articles  of  American  tourists  in  Asia 13096 

c]eri(*al  errors  in 13551 

conclusive  on  protestors 13222 

consular,  clerical  error  in 13290 

for  rafts  of  logs  shipped  from  Canada  across  the  Lakes 13098 

mannerof  exhibiting  values  in 13532,13641 

errors  in 13832,13376 

from  Russia,  certification  of 13143 

household  and  personal  effects 13005 

imported  goods,  statement  of  actual  cost 13458, 13480 
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Synopsis  Xo. 

Invoices,  pro-forma,  error  in 135^8 

specification  of  charges  in 13555 

statement  of  actual  cost  of  imported  goods  in 13458J34.4) 

Invoicing  of  green  fruits  from  Palermo 13012 

Iron  tubes,  wrought I321f' 

wire  netting 1350! 

Isinglass,  fish  bladders 13549 

Issue  and  surrender  of  baarine  documents  of  vessels ISOi.^ 

Italian  lira 13511 

paper  monej- ISIW 

Ivory  billiard  balls 13559 

buttons 13332,13831' 

J. 

Jaottuard  needles 13227 

Jade 1333; 

Jasper IviST 

Jaspis,  crocidolite,  and  tiger-eye  umbrella  handles 13T7 

Jewelry,  bonnet  pins  not l-tSfe* 

crystal  balls  and  topaz  ornaments ISK 

exhibition  of,  at  World's  Fair 13K6 

hair  and  bonnet  pins 13a.C 

necklaces , 1334*i 

religious  medals ISl* 

shell  necklaces ^ 13;H2 

Jewels  for  clocks „.  13X4 

Juice,  cherry,  concentrated ? 13433 

lemon  and  lime 1322 

Jurat  to  oaths  in  customs  oases 13271' 

Jute,  metal,  and  cotton  table  covers 133CC: 

press  cloth 13436 

waste 132:: 

K. 

Kaolin,  ball  clay 134>? 

"Kennel  Club  Studbook,"  ftree  entry  of  dogs  for  breeding  purposes 13141 

Kittool  fiber 135*1 

Knives,  pc^et,  watch-case  openers 13*i» 

Kuskus-rootfans 133J5 

I.. 

Laborers,  limitation  of  hours  of  service  of,  under  eight-hour  law  of  August  1, 1892 131IS 

Lace  aprons 13423 

Laces,  cost  of  measuring I35y> 

silk  nets  and  veiling ISOoi 

Lampshades,  drawback  on  decorated  porcelain IZC' 

Lanterns,  small  colored 136^ 

Lead  in  silver  ore 13IT4 

ore,  dutiable  weight  of,  allowance  for  moisture 133^1 

Leather  coverings  for  watches : 13ITI 

covers  for  tumblers ISl*^ 

glass  and  metal  traveling  inkstands 1334 

hamster  fur  not 13I«fc:- 

hatbands  and  strips  for 132*5 

partly  tanned  sheei>skin8 13311 

skins  for  morocco ISJfio 

squirrel  furs  not 13l<: 

tiger  skins  not laS* 
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Synopsis  No. 

Lemon  creams 13233 

juice 13282 

fortified - 13008 

Lenses  of  fl^fias,  mounted.. .-. 18294 

Licenses  for  yachts- 13048 

Life-SsTing  Serrioe,  pay  of  surfinen 13158 

Ltghterage  not  a  dutiable  change 13239 

Liglit-Housc  Establisliment,  officers  on  duty  under 13083 

Lime  juice 13232 

Lineof  liackled  and  dressed  hemp 13386 

Linen,  countable,  table  cloths,  etc , 13141 

handkerchief^  and  cuffs,  samples 13449 

laces,  braided- 13137 

surplices 18489 

tidies  or  covers,  embroidered  openwork 13506 

Lmolenm,  drawback  o^.. 13284 

Liquor^et  holders , 13355 

Liquid  paraffin 13586 

List,  customs  districts  and  ports  of  entry  and  delivery 13544 

omitted  decisions  of  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers 13423 

Lithographic  prints,  collection  of 18348 

framed 13828 

in  tin  frames 18338 

Lithograpbs,  booklets  for  printing..... 13327 

soap  wrappers 13318 

Litbophoue 13423 

Lloyds*  circulars 13482 

Local  appraisen,  conferences  of. 13249 

Locomotive  driving  wheels,  drawback  on 13401 

Locust-bean  meal ? 13078 

Logs,  rafts  of,  shipped  from  Canada  across  the  Lakes,  Invoices  for 13098 

Logwood  decoctions,  steam  black 18596 

Loom-embroidered  cottons,  O.  A.  1492  suspended 13034 

Lot  money ; 18205 

Lumber,  creosoted,  drawback  on 13283 

spruce  timber 13172 

M. 

BfBcb^e  handle* 18357 

Machinery,  eoet  of  setting  up  not  dutiable 13504 

examination  of. 18274,13277 

on  premises  of  owner 13006,13040 

Mail,  consular  invoices  for  goods  coming  by,  from  Colombia 18531 

importation  of  photographs  by 13517 

Msiled  protests  not  received  in  time 13367 

Maine  Central  RAilroad  Company 13478 

>Ialacca  whipfltocks 13322 

Manifest  for  free  fish  must  be  produced  at  time  of  entry 13614 

Mantel  borders 13193 

Manufacture,  dyeing  constitutes  a 13218 

Manufactures,  what  constitutes,  leaf  tobacco 13356 

Marble  altars 13425 

carbon 13571 

onyx  clocks 13308 

vases  and  columns 13373 

rhodonite  and  jasper 1*337 

slabs,  classification  of. 13146 


XXXVI  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Marine  documents  of  veasels,  issae  and  surrender  of 13007 

Market  value  of  consular  invoices,  manner  of  exhibiting , l%32,13r>41 

Markinsr  exhibits  for  W9r]d'8  Fair  not  required  under  section  6  of  act  of  October  1, 1890. 1314^ 

hairbrushes ISOti 

unfinished  hosiery I*e5 

watch  springs ; ^ 13142 

Material  taken  from  a  foreign  vessel  condemned  in  United  States  port 19-^ 

Measuring  laces,  cost  of. VSfify 

silks,  use  of  meters  instead  of  aunes 13tE22 

tapes "..  13135 

Meat,  canned,  supplies  for  French  war  vessel 13536 

raw,  classification  of  dressed  veal 13409 

Medal,  prize  cup 13358 

Medals,  religious 13190,13378,13197 

Medicinal  preparations,  papain 135i$l 

pilocarpine  nitrate  and  muriate 130^ 

pyoktanin 135i/7 

veratrine 13061 

Memorandum  )>ooks  and  pencils 13004 

entireties 13423 

Merchants'  Despatch  Transportation  Company,  additions  to  bonded  route  of 13013 

Metal  and  cotton  hair  crimpers 132^ 

coaches,  gigs,  etc 13S4 

cotton  and  glass  beaded  appllqu6  gimps 13293 

jute  table  covers 13202 

dress  holders 13M0 

engravers'  platM 18335 

foil : 138i: 

glass  and  leather  traveling  inkstands 133i'4 

hat  and  bonnet  pins  set  with  imitation  precious  stones 13291 

horseshoe-nail  blanks ISSOl 

Jacquard  needles 13227 

keys  for  sardine  boxes 136IS 

mantel  borders  in  part  of 1-3193 

parts  of  polariscopes 131^7 

religious  medals « 13190 

rods,  chargresfor  bundling 13108 

silver-mounted  smelling  bottles 13610 

thread,  cotton-lace  and  worsted  antique  tidies 1326 

what  constitutes 1344} 

types A...  13228 

wrought-iron  tubes 13210 

Method  of  prorating  charges  on  hosiery 1S292 

Metric  notation  in  invoices  of  merchandise  from  France 13041 

Mexican  frontier,  vigilance  against  cholera 13]5o 

Mexico,  discriminating  duty ISSffl 

Michigan  Lincoln  Sheep  Breeders'  Association,  register  of,  added  to  list  of  May  2, 1892 13470 

Military  silk  sashes 134S> 

Mineral  water,  name  of  purchaser  appearing  in  invoices  of 13396 

Minerals,  crude,  cabinet  specimens 13ffi2 

Miners'  hats  of  wool  and  resin , 13380 

Mirrors,  glass  disks,  silvered 13175 

pocket,  not  toys. 13235 

table,  classification  of. 13526 

Mitigation  of  fines,  penaltieis,  and  forfeitures 13273 

Mixed  goods,  baskets  and  liquor  sets 1S3?5 

frames  and  prints 13S»» 


INDEX.  XXXVII 

Synopsis  No. 

Moisture,  allowance  for,  in  lead  ore 18391 

Money,  Italian  paper .- 13109 

Montana,  assaying  of  ore  In   13413 

Monuments,  additional  duties  on 13092 

3Ioquette  carpets,  drawback  on 113534 

Mull,  cord  stripes. 13178 

Mushrooms,  prepared  truffles 18213 

Music  books,  foreign 13328 

Musical  instruments,  carousal  oiv^ns 18319 

"HelikeninKisten" 13433 

Musicians,  allowing  entry  into  the  United  States  of,  u\ider  the  alien  contract-labor  law 13388 

Muskets,  Turkish 13212 

Mustard,  French 13080 

oil  of,  synthetic ! 13589 

N. 

Nails,  drawback  on 13407 

weighing  of,  for  export lSl32 

Kame  of  purchaser  appearing  in  invoices  of  mineral  water 13396 

Names  of  vessels 13446 

Naphthaline 18410,13571,13598 

Naphthionate  of  soda 13282,13428,13579 

Naphthol  salt  B 13568 

salto 13530 

soda 18410,13530 

Naphtylamine 13566 

Natural  grass,  dyed 13574 

Necklace  clasps 13426 

Necklaces 13342,13345 

Neclctlee,  cotton-embroidered 13444 

Needlea,  "Jacquard" 13227 

sail,  harness,  mattress-makers',  and  upholsterers' 13502 

Nephrite 13337 

Nets  and  veilings,  silk 13068 

Ash,  drawback  on 13136 

Neutraline 13183 

New  York  Gentral  and  Hudson  River  Railroad  Company,  bond  of. 13139 

Steamship  Company,  discontinuing  bond  of. 13473. 

Nitrololuol 13601 

'  Noiraollde**- 135% 

Norwegian  Veritas 13353 

vessels,  tonnage  tax  on.... 13416 

Notice  to  importers  of  advances  on  appraisements 13221 

Nutmeg,  oil  of. 13582 

Nots,palm 13491 

O. 

Oaths  in  customs  cases... 13279 

to  consular  certificates  in  case  of  returned  American  goods 13533 

Oehery  earths. 13608 

Oflleerson  duty  under  Light-House  Establishment 13083 

Oil  and  alkali  combinations 13564 

distilled,  neutraline 13183 

essential,  soK»lled** attar  of  rotes*' 13557 

liquid  parafBn .* 13586 

of  mustard,  synthetic lSS9d 

nutmeg lSi82 


XXXVIII  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Oil  of  wine 184QK 

olive , ^ 13M5 

Oleatoofsoda. 1W2S 

Olive-oil  machines 13I2S 

One-hole  beads 13291 

Onyx  docks l»» 

Opals,  Imitation -..  13350 

Opera-8:laas  cases 13073 

Oran^  creams 13233 

peel  in  brine ISITD 

Ore  bags .* 13061 

lead,  in  silver -..  13174 

Ore^n  Short  Line&  Utah  Northern  Railway  Company,  discontinuance  of  bonded  route  of.  13530 

Organs  for  carousals ^ 13819 

Orloff  breed  of  Russian  horses,  free  entry  of,  for  breeding  purposes 13I3< 

Ornamental  metal  hat  or  bonnet  pins 13291 

Ornaments  and  buttons  claimed  to  be  glass  beads 133^ 

made  of  gelatin,  silk,  and  cotton 132S8 

Otter  skins 132«) 

Owner  or  consignees  of  vessels,  reAmdsto 13257 

shipper  of  goods,  name  of,  must  be  disclosed  in  bill  of  lading  filed  for  drawback...  13I3S 
Ownership  of  immediate-transportation  goods - 19^ 

P. 

Packed  packages,  importation  of  articles  for  World^s  Columbian  Exposition  in 13400 

Padded  union  duck 1323& 

Painted  glass  windows 13*17 

porcelain  plaques 13127 

Paintings,  American  artista' 13331 

damaged,  abandonment  of. 13S£^ 

decorated  gelatin  cards 1%^ 

enamels 13^ 

International  Art  Association,  free  entry  of. 13I0S 

pen-and-ink  sketches 13S9 

porcelain 18074,13431 

review  of  decision  of  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers- 13>'> 

silk  screens 133(H 

woodpanels.- 13Stt^ 

Paints  and  colors,  artists*  water  colors 13214 

chrome  green 133^ 

crocus 13206 

lithophone 13423 

water  colors,  boxes  of. 1*TS^ 

white,  containing  sine 13230 

Palermo,  invoicing  of  green  fruits  from 1JJ12 

Palm  nuts 13491 

Panels  of  wood  not  paintings 1339^ 

Pantograph „  13429 

Papain 13W1 

Paper  albums ITdW 

and  bamboo  fans 1337t) 

cotton  table  covers 1323i> 

bibulous  and  filtering 13052 

giant  umbrellas 13063,1-^ 

screens 13S25 

snakes 1:»&J 

stock,  jute  waste 1321T 
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Synopsis  No. 

Paper, surface-ctNited, soup  wrappers 13S18 

ambrellas,  6.  A.  ]5688U8penaed 13046 

PtH>riciv  ground 13168 

Paraffin,  liquid 13586 

•'nentraliuc"not 13183 

Pathkoq  wire 18211 

Paramidophenal  salzsaures 13587 

Parcels-post  convention,  goods  arriving  by  mail  from  countries  having 13531 

Parts  of  guns,  classification  of 13535 

PssBengexs'  baggage,  examination  of „...13270, 13387 

departing  ftromthe  United  States 13537 

Paste,  manufactures  of,  dough  beads 13619 

Patnarice 13010, 13281, 134W 

PsTilions  at  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition,  free  entry  of  materials  for  use  in  the  con- 

stractionof. 13152 

Pearl  buttons,  measurements  of 13169 

umbrella  handles. 13349 

Penalties,  etc.,  remission  of. 13278 

Pen-and-ink  sketches.. 18299 

Pencils  for  eyebrows 4 13442 

Pens,  drawback  on 13476 

Pepsin,  vegetable 13581 

Perfumery,  alcoholic 13066,13565 

Periodicals,  German..y. 18452 

Lloyds' circulars 13482 

Norwegian  Veritas 13853 

old  magazines 13886 

"Yule  Tide" 13344 

Personal  and  household  effects,  invoices  of. 13005 

of  immigrants,  certificate  to  show  date  of  arrival > 13144 

effects,  baggage  of  immigrants  and  others  from  chpl era-infected  districts,  disinfec- 
tion of. 13121,13188 

free  entry  of  a  sealskin  sacque  accidentally  left  abroad 13448 

shotguns 13494 

trousseau 13432 

wearing  apparel.  Department's  circular  of  Septeiaber  12, 1891,  not  affected 

by  decisions  of  Board  of  General  Appraisers 13518 

Petroleum  barrels,  drawback  on 13475 

Pharmaceutical  preparations,  drawback  on,  no  rebate  of  internal-revenue  tax  on  domestic 

alcohol 13154 

Phenjlendiamine 13569.13602 

Philosophical  instruments,  olive-oil  machines 13428 

pantograph 13429 

Photograph  frames 1*361 

Photographs,  importation  of,  by  mail 13517 

Pile  fabrics,  chenille  drapery 13340 

Pins,  bonnet 13238 

collo<lion 13M7 

hair  and  bonnet,  not  dutiable  as  jewelry 1.T307 

hat  and  bonnet,  set  with  Imitation  precious  stones 13291 

PiatoU,  dutiable  as  side  arms 13:«6 

Plateaus,  classification  of 13526 

Plate  black,  importations  of. 133*3 

Plates  and  disks  of  glass 13294 

Pocket  mirrors  not  toys 13235 

Polar-bear  and  tiger  skins  with  stuffied  heads 13297 

Polariscopes,  parts  of : 13187 
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Synopsis  No. 

Polished  Blabs  of  marble 13146 

Polishing  powder,  crocus ~ ^  132W 

Porcelain  lamp  shades,  drawback  on I347V 

Porphyry 133r 

Port  of  delivery,  withdrawals  from,  for  exportation 13411 

Port  Reading  Railroad  Company,  bond  of,  as  a  common  carrier 19^ 

Ports  of  entry  and  delivery,  list  of. 1S544 

Post  horns,  not  toys 13241 

Pottery,  decorated 131« 

Powder  puffs -  13351 

Powers  of  attorney,  entries  of  imported  goodn  by  corporations ISns: 

Precious  stones,  clock  jewels 13364 

imitation  opals 133Si 

pearl  umbrella  handles 13319 

rock  crystals 13344 

tiger-eye  and  crocidolite 13377 

turquoise  beads 13?4: 

Preserved  fruits,  Chinese 133^ 

Preserves 132.» 

Prevention  i>f  evasion  of  quarantine  regulations ISSf** 

Priraulinebuff „  13425 

Printed  matter,  German  periodicals 13452 

soap  wrappers >  isn> 

Pro-forma  entries,  protests  on ISiJf* 

Prohibition,  absolute,  of  importation  of  rags  from  cholera-infected  districts 131d> 

importation  rags  from  France 13M5 

Protection  to  salmon  fisheries  of  Alaska 131U 

Protest  after  reliquidation 18492,  I3r>44 

decisions  on 13JM3 

does  not  lie  against  an  informality  of  appraiseme«it  of  goods 131(i3 

failure  of  proof. 13552 

importers  must  prove  facts 1310 

indefinite  and  multifarious I33J3 

insufficient  to  allow  reliquidations  within  one  year 135R" 

on  warehouse  goods ^..  13VM 

prematurely  filed ; 13M 

secondary 130^ 

sent  by  mail 13201, 1S%T 

time  for  filing 18308,132:.' 

,  Protestors  bound  by  their  invoices 13222 

Prune  wine 13S41 

transfer  of,  from  one  manufacturing  warehouse  to  another 1S273 

Public  accounts  and  disbursing  officers'  balances 1*^ 

service,  application  of  eight-hour  law  of  August  1,1892,  to 13Ili> 

Puerto  Rico,  exportation  of  Canadian  beans  to ,...  19H1 

Pulp,  cotton 135*4 

Pumice-stone  bricks I36I1 

Purchased  goods,  additions  on  entry ISSOi^ 

Purchaser  of  mineral  water,  name  t>f,  appearing  in  invoices  of. 13r^ 

Pyoktanin ISS/T 

Pyroxyline,  celluloid  balls 13223 

Q. 

Quarantine  regulations,  evasion  of I326I' 

restrictions  upon  immigration 13247 

Quarterly  accounts  of  tonnage 13^"^ 

Quercitrin  extract ; 18435 

Quill  penholders ! 13*24 
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Synopsis  No. 

Rabbits' fur 13313 

Rafts  of  logs  shipped  from  Canada  across  the  Lakes,  invoices  for 13098 

Rags,  absolute  prohibition  of  Importation  of,  from  cholera  districts 13126 

from  foreig:n  ports,  disinfection  of. 13126 

France,  prohibition  of  importation  of 13045 

importation  of. ."^ 13540 

Railway  cars,  statistics  of  exports  from  the  United  States  to  foreign  countries  by 13343 

Ramie  noils 13848 

Raspberry  vinegar 13195 

Sates  for  telegraphing 13528 

Rattans  and  reeds. 13244 

Reappratsements,  values  found  on,  by  Board  of  General  Appraisers  may  be  accepted  by 

customs  officers  in  reliquidation  of  entries  without  authorization  of  Department 13114 

Reciprocal  commercial  relations  between  the  United  States  and  Canada 13044 

Red  earth 13608 

Reeds,  China 13244 

malacca  whipstocks 13322 

nmbrella  sticks 13321 

winding. '. 13244 

Reference  to  Heyl's  Digest  in  protest  allowable 13298 

Refund  duty  on  Turkish  slippers 13131 

expenses  incurred  in  discharging  vessels  at  places  other  than  ports  of  entry 13420 

interest  and  penalties  collected  under  direct-tax  laws 13017 

to  owners  or  consignees  of  vessels 13257 

Refunding  act.  direct-tax 13398 

Regalia,  candelabra 13362 

Highland  costume  for  military  company 13379 

linen  surplices 13489 

Reimportation,  bags  of  domestic  manufacture,  conditions  of  free  entry  of. 13032 

foreign  manufacture - 13030 

domestic  whisky  in  bottles iai60 

Religious  medals  not  insignia 13378 

Reiiquldations,  entries  of  goods  on  valuations  found  by  Board  of  General  Appraisers  with- 
out authority  from  Department 13114 

within  one  year 1 13550 

Remissionof  fines,  penalties,  and  forfeitures 1:^278 

Reports  on  applications  for  remission  or  mitigation  of  fines,  penalties,  and  forfeitures 13278 

Renin  and  wool,  miners*  hats 13380 

Resorcine v 13597 

Retaliation,  Canada,  St.  Marys  Falls  Canal  tolls 13129,13150,18264 

Retention  and  return  of  tobacco  samples 13086 

Review  by  courts  of  adverse  decisions  of  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers 13145 

Rewarehoused  goods,  withdrawals  of. 13151 

Rewarehousing  of  imported  goods 13462 

Reireighing  merchandise  in  bonded  warehouse,  expense  of  preparing 13162 

Rice.Patna, 13010,13231,13423 

Rhodonite 13337 

Rock  candy 13372 

crystals 13346 

RodJnal 13587 

Rods  of  steel  wire 13371 

Rollers,  copper 13472 

Round  reeds 13244 

Ruble.  Russian,  value  of. 13018,13050 

Rochinga,  silk 13224 

Rags  from  Smyrna 13514 


'« 


1. 
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Synopais  No. 

Rum,  exported,  fees  for  gauging 135M 

Russia,  certification  of  invoices  from 13143 

Russian  sardines 13167 

S. 

Sachet  powder ,. 1355^ 

Bt.  Augustine,  Fla.,  privilege  of  immediate  transportation  extended  to ~ 130% 

St.  Marys  Falls  Canal  tolls 1312&,13150, 13264 

Sale  of  cigars,  cigarettes,  and  tobacco  seized  for  violation  of  revenue  laws 13523 

unclaimed  goods,  deduction  of  duties  from  proceeds  of. 13269 

distribution  of  proceeds 13451 

Salmon  fisheries  of  Alaslca,  protection  of  the 13112 

Salt,  damaged,  abandonment  of. 13093 

Salted  sheepskins,  importation  of 13516 

Salt*,  naphthol 13530 

Salvador,  supplies  for  war  vessels * 13467 

Samples,  books 1333f> 

dutiable,  handkerchiefs  and  cuffs 13445 

representing  goods  coveced  by  protest  to  be  Aimished  Board  of  United  Slates 

General  Appraisers 13477 

sugar 13421 

tobacco,  retention  of. 130S6 

Sardine  boxes,  keys  for 13618 

Sardines,  Russian 13187 

Sashes,  military,  silk ; 134B 

Sauce,  French  mustard 139^ 

Scrap  rubber,  waste 13423 

Screens,  classification  of 13S25 

tapestry 13225 

Sea  water,  allowance  for 13339 

Seal  of  companies  doing  business  at  custom-houses 13009 

Sealskin  sacque,  f^ree  entry  of,  left  abroad  accidentally 1344S 

Seamen,  shipment  of. 13417 

wages  of 13415 

Secondary  protest 13079 

Secretary's  special-deposit  account '. 130* 

Seeds,  locust-bean  meal  not 13078 

palm  nuts 13491 

Seersucker,  crinkled 13236 

Seizure  of  counterfeit  coins 13456 

Select  Clydesdale  Studbook 13029 

Seleuite,  parts  of  polariscopes 13187 

Shearling  sheepskins,  wool  on 13419 

Sheaves  of  wheat 13375 

Sheepskins,  importation  and  inspection  of  salted 13516 

tanned  or  tawed 13449 

with  the  wool  on 13393 

wool  on  shearling T 13419 

Shell  necklaces 13*42 

opera  glasses • 13** 

Shipment  of  seamen 13417 

Shirtings,  silk  and  cotton 1342S 

Shooks  of  American  manufacture  imported  filled  with  gelatin .' 13fri5 

Shortshipments,  remedy  for l-'SflS 

Shotgun  barr2]s,  rough-bored 13^ 

Shotguns,  not  free  as  personal  effects 13494 

with  two  sets  of  barrels 13326 


INDEX.  XLIII 

Synopsis  No. 

Siatu.  supplies  for  war  vessels 13467 

Side  anus,  pistols 13316 

8 nk  and  cotton  shirtings. 13423 

trimmings,  beaded 13320 

Testings 13186 

worsted  dress  goods  for  women  and  children 18287 

ball  dresses  not  entitled  toftree  entry  as  wearing  apparel 13869 

belts  and  belting 13444 

chenille 18340 

component  of  chief  value  in  goods,  rule  governing 13418 

corset  lacets 18216 

elastio  cords  and  braids 13366,13^4 

lace  fans 13308 

nets  and  veilings 13068 

nifflingsand  ruchings 18224 

saahes,  mUitary 13423 

TCxeens,  painted 13308 

Silver  and  brasa-cbased  and  swage  harness 18301 

gold  bullion,  consular  invoices  for,  shipped  from  mines  of  Honduras 13392 

>^inks,  stoneware 13616 

Simp,  drawback  on,  used  in  sweetening  tobacco 13457 

.^ketches  in  pen  and  ink  dutiable 13299 

<k ins,  dressed  and  finished,  hatbands  and  strips  for 13243 

goat. , 13468 

morocco » 18363 

sheep,  alum-tanned 13315 

importation  of  sal  ted 13516 

with  the  wool  ofi,  partially  tanned  or  tawed 13393 

tanned,  charges  on 13205 

tiger  and  bear 13585 

wools  on  the,  ascertainment  of  quantity  and  value  of 13016 

Skirted  wool 13049 

.Slate«,gla«s 13197 

Slippers,  Turkish,  refund  of  duty  on 13131 

^^mith,  Azminster  carpets,  drawback  on 13534 

Smithsonite" 13352 

Smyrna  rugs 13514 

Snakes,  paper 13063 

^kiakage  of  spirits  in  the  warehouse  used  in  making  Florida  water,  allowance  for 13450 

^^p,  blue-mottled  castile 13560 

grease ^ 13439 

powdered 13S6I 

wrappers 13318 

Hoeiety  of  Italian  marksmen,  free  entry  of  a  Dag  for 13124 

N)da  napbthionate 13423 

naphthol 13530 

oleate  or  sulphoricinoleate  of. 13423 

Sodium  carbonate 13590 

Sorted  wool i 13423 

Soa^lik  and  squirrel  furs 13182 

>par,  manoiiBctures  of,  polariscopes 13187 

Sparterie.  hat  forms  of 13203 

"Special-deposit  account i;»85 

"Specific  duties,  an  advance  in  value  of  goods  paying  specific  duties  under  a  certain  valua- 
tion may  remove  same  to  category  of  goods  paying  ad  valorem 13081 

Spice,  ground  paprica 13188 

?ptndle  banding 13572 


XLIV  INDEX. 

Synopsis  No. 

Spirits,  loss  of,  in  warehouse  by  absorption  or  soakag^e  used  in  making  Florida  water IU)iJ 

tobacco,  etc.,  supplies  of  war  vessels l^f) 

Spruce  timber 131?2 

Stained-glass  windows 13469,13617 

Stamping  of  new  casks  into  which  unclaimed  wine  is  drawn '. l^'^ 

Statement  of  actual  cost  of  imported  merchandise 13458,  l-^¥' 

"Stations  of  the  Cross,"  free  entry  of,  for  church 13toT 

Statistical  returns,  gauging  exported  rum  for 135^ 

Statistics,  exports  from  the  United  States  to  foreign  countries  by  railway  cars. 135i3 

immigration I^JIIS 

passengcrrs  departing  from  the  United  States l-^t* 

Statuary,  bronze : 13050.130® 

castings 13S24 

replicas 133U 

for  exhibition  at  World's  Fair  and  then  presented  to  a  municipal  corporation l-il5T 

Stay  laces. lur 

Steam  black 13S« 

vessels,  dockage l-^**? 

Steamers  running  after  expiration  of  certificate  of  inspection 133r« 

Steel  in  coal-oil  barrels : 13Sli 

wire  rods 133T1 

Stecrng^,  American  citizens  coming  by,  entrance  of  vessel  allowed ^..  13515 

Sticks  for  umbrellas : I3£:i 

Stoneware  sinks ^.. 13616 

Strayed  American  cows,  calves  bom  of y 15}&'' 

Mexican  cows,  calves  born  of. l^JC 

Strings,  violin iaS4 

Sugar  lx>unty,  beet-root  sugar  from  England,  France,  and  Austria...A..... 13SU 

English  crystels 15S5 

samples v 1^^ 

Sulphoricinoleate  of  soda. 13423 

Supplies  for  foreign  vessels  of  war 131 11, 13467. 13K^ 

of  war  vessels,  spirits,  tobacco,  etc VS^^ 

Surface-coated  picture  frames 1332?> 

Surfmen,  pay  of. IZl'^ 

Surplices lU^ 

Surrender  of  marine  documents  of  vessels IWT 

Swage  and  silver  and  brass  chased  harness IX^'l 

Sweat  bands  for  hats  of  leather ; 1324" 

Swedish  vessels,  tonnage  tax  on I34:c 

Sweetened  chocolate 13447, 13MS 

Swords,  theatrical l^a^ 

T. 

Tabic  covers 1323' 

mirrors 13S* 

Tables,  alcoholmetric 1324? 

in  part  of  wood 132? 

Tacks,  drawback  on « 134f'T 

Tails,  beaver 132* 

Tanned  or  tawed  sheepskins 1544? 

Tapes,  braided 13425 

measuring I313S 

Tare,  allowance  for  leaf  tobacco,  wrappings 13S10 

and  draflr,  allowance  for 135Vi 

Tawed  sheepskins i;)449 


INDEX.  XLV 

SynopflisNo. 

Tai,  direct,  refunding  of 13398 

German 13181,13423 

tonni^;e 13271 

Teapots,  Indian  black 13066 

Telei^raph  rates,  official,  apply  to  Government  business  excltisively 13261, 13628 

Theatrical  swords,  etc 13209 

Thermometer  iubes 13905 

Thio  chromdgen * 13567 

Thread,  metal - .'. 13443 

TiUies,  antique 13296 

Tiger  and  polar-bearskins 13297 

eye,  crocidolite,  and  jaspis  umbrella  handles 13377 

skins 13585 

Timher,  spruce , f3172 

Tinfoil J 13317 

plate,  damage  to ; 13189 

Tobacco y 1335G 

abandonment  of  damaged 13397 

drawback  on  sirup  used  in  sweetening 13457 

dutiable  weight  of,  on  withdrawal  from  warehouse 13100 

Havana  leaf 1343t 

leaf,  wrappings 18510 

retention  of  samples  of. 13086 

sale  of  seised 13523 

withdrawal  from  warehouse 13065 

Toilet  preparations,  i>owdered  soap 13561 

Rimmers  water  and  vinegar 13056 

sachet  powder 13558 

Toluidine  base 13282,13570 

sulphoacid 13567 

Tonnage,  quarterly  accounts  of 13007 

tax - 13271 

on  Norwegian  and  Swedish  vessels 13416 

Tootli  brushes,  Chinese 13207 

Topaz  house  ornaments 13487 

Tourists,  Aooerican,  in  Asia,  invoices  of  articles  shipped  for  account  of 18095 

Toys,  celluloid  balls 13223 

glass  slates 13197 

harmonicas 13423 

paper  snakes 13063 

pocket  mirrors 13235 

post  horns  not 13241 

small  lanterns 13609 

watches 13229 

Tracing  and  bookbinders'  cloth 13385 

Transfer  of  ownership  of  immediate-transportation  goods 13088 

prone  wine  from  one  manufacturing  warehouse  to  another 13273 

Translation,  error  in 13503 

Transportation  of  Canadian  wheat  from  Duluth  to  Port  Huron 13161 

Traveling  inkstands 13304 

Trimmings,  astrakhan,  O.  A.  1496  suspended 13035 

beaded 13320 

made  of  gelatin,  silk,  and  cotton ; 13288 

Trophies,  prize  cup  for  dog  show 13358 

Trotting  horses,  bonds  for  return  to  the  United  States 13252 

Trousers,  fishing 13173 

Trou.-«eau  not  free  of  duty 13132 


XLYI  INDEX. 

I 

SynopsiB  No 

Truffles 13425 

prepared i:12I3 

Tubes,  wrought-lron 132P 

Tunisian  village  at  World's  Columbian  Exposition,  free  entry  of  articles  for  use  in 1303*^ 

Turkish  musketo 132.- 

slippers,  refund  of  duty  on 18131 

Turquoise  beads liMT 

Twine.  cable>laid 131* 

Types  (quotations  or  quads) 1322;} 

U. 

Ullramarine  wash  blue 13060,13123 

Umbrella  handles,  made  of  tiger^ye,  crocidolitc,  and  jaspis 1337T 

handles,  pearl - 13313 

sticks , 13S21 

wire 13J:i 

Umbrellas,  giantf  paper \9*R 

paper,  G.  A.  1568  suspended IV^ 

Unclaimed  goods,  deduction  of  duties  from  proceeds  of  sale  of. Vtifif 

distribution  of  proceeds  of  sale  of. 13451 

wine,  stamping  of  new  casks  drawn  into  for  preservation 1SI<*' 

World's  Columbian  Exposition ur'- 

Unourrent  gold  coins,  purchase  of 130*3 

Union  duck,  vestings  of  countable  cotton  cloth lSj?fi 

Unpacking  fragile  goods  at  World's  Columbian  Exposition ni<H 

V. 

Vaccination  of  crews  of  vessels  on  Great  Lakes  and  Ohio  and  Mississippi  rivers  suspended..  1335^ 

Valuation  Austrian  florin  in  invoices  of  goods  froni  Buda-Pesth I3I->0 

Value  and  quantity  of  wools  on  the  skin,  ascertainment  of 1^15 

Austrian  florin 13091.13163.15474 

consigned  goods  advanced  on  entry 19J61 

currency _  liWS 

dutiable  brokerage,  lot  money,  etc 1321.^ 

charges ISSX 

for  bundling  metal  rods ISlte 

weighing 13iM 

German  tax 131^. 

inland  transportation  charges WM 

foreign  coins 13003, 13:^i 

currency,  date  fixing 13y> 

fractional  part  of  a  mill IS4< 

goods,  manner  of  exhibiting  in  consular  invoices 13532. 1-3M 

invoice,  for  duty  puri>osesof  a  diary  of  foreign  travel ISITT 

Vanoeboro,  Me.,  privileges  of  immediate  transportation  extended  to 1311 

Vanilla  creams « 13SJ3 

Vases  made  of  so-caliedonyx  or  onyx  marble ISST^ 

Veal,  classification  of H*S 

Vegetable  fiber,  China  grass  noils IW** 

kittool ISWl 

manufactures  of ^  131i'« 

Vegetables,  desiccated HIT? 

prepared  Chinese 133T 

truflles li:iS 

Velveteen  dress  facings,  bias I.>W 

Veratrine l*"""! 


INDEX.  XLVII 

Synopsis  No. 

Verdigris,  soetate  of  copper 13S68 

Veaiels  carryinfir  immigrants,  entry  of 13499 

Costa  Rica,  removal  of  discriminating  dues  on 13133 

discharge  of,  at  places  other  than  ports  of  entry 13254,13120 

dockage  of  foreign  steana 13466 

documenting  of,  transferred  to  a  foreign  flag 13117 

fees  for  admeasurement  of 13115 

foreign*  condemned  in  United  States  pprt,  materials  of 13096 

from  cholera-infected  districts,  disinfection  of....^.% 13014 

issoe  and  surrender  of  marine  documents  of. 13007 

masters  of,  fiirnishing  informs! ion^as  to  ability  of  immigrants  to  read  anU  write 1311tt 

names  of. ^ 13446 

prohibiting  entrance  of. : ^ 13272 

supplies  for 13250,18467,18538,13111 

tolls  to  be  paid  by,  passing  through  St.  Marys  Palls  Canal 13129, 13150,13264 

war,  foreign,  supplies  to 13111 

Vettings,  countable  cotton  cloth 13289 

silk  and  cotton.. 18185 

"Vinaigrede  toilette" 13565 

Vinegar 13075 

raspberry 18195 

toflet. 13056 

Violin  strings '. 13234 

boxes  for 13076 

W. 

Wagesof  seamen 13415 

WarTessels,'for«ign,  supplies  to 13111,13467,13536 

War  vessels,  supplies  of  spirits,  tobacco,  etc 13250 

Warehouse  charges 13057 

entry,  protests... ^ 13584 

manufacturing,  transfer  of  prune  wine  from  one  to  another 13273 

withdrawals  from,  dutiable  weights 13065 

Wash  blue 13060 

tube,  earthenware 18616 

Waste,  animal  charcoal 18359 

beaver  Uils». 13240 

certain  fur  clippings 18245 

China  grass  noils *  13848 

cotton  and  wool 13217 

jute 13217 

rubber  scrap j 18215,18423 

wool,  weight  of. 18484 

Watch<oa0e  openers 1343D 

Jewels 13364 

springs,  marking  of. • » 18142 

Watches,  leather  coverings  for 13171 

toy 18229 

Water  colors  of  American  origin  sent  abroad  for  engraving 13519 

WearinfT  apparel  and  personal  effects 13518 

arriving  after  owner 13490 

corset  laces 13216 

lace  aprons 13423 

linen  surplices 13489 

military  silk  sashes 1342:3 

silk  belts - 13444 

trousseau l.'J432 

Webs,  elastic ! 13365 
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Synopsis  No. 

Weiifhing  of  nails  for  export 13132 

Weight,  dutiable,  of  tobacco  withdrawn  from  warehouses 131W 

jute  bags,  allowance  for  flour  dust 13»3 

lead  ore,  allowance  for  moisture 1.791 

warehoused  goods,  final  withdrawals 13423 

withdrawal  f^om  rewarehouse 1*65 

wool  waste 13484 

West  Point,Va.,a  subport  of  entry  and  delivery 1*)W 

Whalebone  strips,  dress  stays • 1S437 

Wheat,  Canadian,  transportation  of,  from  Duluth  to  Port  Huron 13161 

imported  by  the  commissioner  of  agriculture  for  Arkansas  for  free  distribution, 

dutiable : 13l«* 

Whisky,  American,  returned,  ftree  entry  of. 13376 

exported  and  returned 13573 

in  bottles,  reimportation  of 134€<0 

White  paint 1339« 

Window  glass,  colored  cylinder 13191 

Windows,  stained 13617 

glass  church 134» 

Wine  and  alcohol,  domestic,  exportation  and  reimportation  of. ^... I32SI 

stamping  new  casks  into  which  unclaimed  wine  is  drawn 134>.6 

8til],bott]escontaining,not  subject  to  additional  duty 18097 

Winthrop  Steamship  Company,  bond  of 18ieo,13f524 

Wire,  copper,  card  clothing 1348S 

netting ., 1S5«»1 

paragon 13S11 

ro<l8 13371 

Withdrawals  of  bicycles  from  a  port  of  delivery  for  exportation 13411 

rewarehoused  goods 131^1 

Women's  and  children's  dress  goods  of  silk  and  worsted 1^87 

Wood,  bamboo  splints 13199 

carriages .'. - 13354 

dutiable,  sea  water 13339 

furniture 1336^ 

panels,  paintings  on 13305 

organs  for  carousals 13319 

Wool  and  resin,  miners*  hats 1S3S0 

cost  of  weighing,  etc.,  dutiable 13194 

invoiced  in  Russian  rubles,  date  fixing  value  of  currency 130IS 

on  shearling  sheepskins 13419 

the  skin,  ascertainment  of  quantity  and  value  of 13016 

skirted „ 13049 

sorted  third-class 1342S 

waste,  rubber  scrap  not 13215 

woolen  robes,  embroidered 1343 

World's  Columbian  Exposition,  abandonment  of  exhibits 13275 

Chinese  exhibitors 13246 

cufipidors,  drawback  on 1312S 

distribution  of  cherry  cordial  as  samples  at 13149 

employes  of  exhibitors  at 13122 

entry  of  exhibits  for 13U8 

fragile  goods  for,  unpacking  of 134^ 

free  entry  of  articles  for  use  in  Algerine  and  Tunisian  vil- 
lages at 13039 

used  in  entertaining  representativeii  of 
the  United  States  and  others  aa  a  mat- 
ter of  international  coortesy 13155 


INDEX.  XLIX 

Synopsis  No. 
^'oriel's  Oolumbijin  Exposition,  free  cfotry  Qf  materials  to  be  used  in  the  construction  of  pa- 
vilions at 18152 

importation  of  articles  for,  in  packed  packages. 13400 

statuary  for  exhibition  at,  and  at  dose  to  be 

presented  to  municipal  corporation 18157 

marking  of  exhibits  for,  not  required  under  section  6  of  act 

of  October  1,1800 18148 

'Worics  of  art,  bronze  replicas. 13314 

candelabra 13892 

marble  altam ^  ....    19425 

Worsted  and  silk  dress  goods  for  women' and  children 13287 

noetal-thread,  and  cotton-lace  antique  tidies 18296 

Y. 

Tacht«,  licenses  of. 13048 

*  Yule  Tide" 18344 

Z. 

%nc.  chloride  of 13070 
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TO  COLLECTORS  OF  CUSTOMS. 


Treasury  Department,   ^ 
Office  of  the  Secretary^ 
WdshingUm^  D.  C,  August  1,  1892. 
The  following  decisions  of  the  Department  and  of  the  Board  of 
TJnited  States  General  Appraisers  at  the  port  of  New  York,  in  the 
months  of  June  and  July,  1892,   upon  the  construction  to  be  given  to 
acts  of  Congress  relating  to  the  tariff,  navigation,  and  other  subjects, 
are  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  ofl&cers  of  the  cus- 
toms and  others  concerned.     The  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers  will  go  into  effect  after  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  thereof,  unless,  in  the  meanwhile,  appeal  has  been  taken  under  the 
provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  in  which  case  you 
^11  be  advised,  and  action  will  be  suspended  under  such  decisions  un- 
til the  questions  involved  are  judicially  determined.     (See  circular  of 

Z^ovember  15,  1890,  Synopsis  10369.) 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary. 

(13003.) 

Circular, —  Values  of  forei<fn  coins. 

Treasury  Department, 

Bureau  of  the  Mint, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  1,  1892. 
Sir  :  In  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  I 
present  in  the  following  table  an  estimate  of  the  values  of  the  standard 
coins  of  the  nations  of  the  world  : 

VALUES  OF  FOREIGN  COINS. 


Co  an  try. 


Standard.        Monetary  unit. 


a3  Cw 


Coins. 


An^ntine     Re-     Qold  andsil- 
public  Ter. 


Pe«o JO.  96, 5 


Gold 


AiMtria-HaDga-     Silverf 

ry. 
Belgians- Gold  and  Sil- 


Florin. 


Franc. 


Silver. 


ver. 


Roli'vlA Silver. 

Brazil Gold  .. 


Britteh     Pi 
uitmM     N.     A. 
rezoept    New-  i 
fooadland). 

52 


Gold 


Boliviano. 
MilreiM 


.48,2 


.32. 
.19,3 

.64,9 
.54,6 


Dollar 1.00 


Gold:  ArKPiiline  (S4.82,4)  and  >^  Ai^ 

Kentine.  Silver:  peso  and  divisioni. 
Gold:    4    florirs     iSl.92,9).    8    florin* 

'^.^3  ,  ducat  ij2.28.7)and  4  ducata 

<  8^.  15,81. 
Silver :  1  and  2  florins. 
Gold:    10   and   20   frauc«.    Silver:  6 

francs. 
Silver:  Boliviano  and  divisions. 
Gold :  5,  lO.and  30  milreis.    Silver:  %, 

1,  and  2  milreis. 
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Values  of  foreign  coin» — Continued. 


\ 

Country.  ^ 

■ 

Standard. 

1 

t 
Monetary  unit.  , 

'  Peso 

Peso 

(Shanghai 
TaeH  Haikwan 
.     (  (Cust's). 
Peso , 

Peso 

Crown 

Sucre ^ 

Pound  (100  pi- 
astres). 

Mark 

Franc 

Mark — 

Pound  sterling. 

Drachma 

Gtourde ' 

Rupee 

Lira ..... 

P 

«&* 

> 

$0.64,9 

.     .91,2 

.95,8 
1.06,7 

.64,9 

.92,6 

.26,8 
.64,9 

4.94,8 

.19,8 

.19,8 

.28,8 
4.86,6>^ 

.19,8 

.96,5 

.90,8 

.19,3 

.99,7 
.69,9 
1.00 
.70,4 

.40,2 

1.01.4 
.26,8 
.64,9 

1.08 
.77,2 

.51,9 
.19,8 

.26,8 
.19.8 

.58,5 

.04,4 
.18 

1 

Coins. 

Central   Ameri- 
can States — 

GostaRica. 

Guatemala 

Honduras 

Nicaragua 

Salvador 

Silver 

..   Gold  and  Sil- 
ver. 

.   Silver 

Silver:  peso  and  divisions. 

OhllL 

China 

Gold:     escudo    ($1.82.4),     doubloon 
($4.56,1),  and  ooodor  (|Bl12^.   Su- 
rer: peso  and  divisions. 

Colombia 

„   Silver 

Gk>ld :    condor    S9.64.7)  and  double* 

Cuba 

.  Gold  and  SU-  ^ 
ver. 

.  Gold 

.   Silver 

Gold 

.   Gold 

.   Gold  and  Sil- 
;      ver. 

.'  Gold 

.,  Gold 

condor.    Silver:  peso. 
Gold:    doubloon    (.$5.01,7).      Silver 

peso. 
Gold:  10  and  20  crowns. 
Gold:  condor  ($9.64,7)  and  double-coo- 

dor.    Silver :  snore  and  divisions 
Gold:  pound  (100  piastres),  S.  10. !• 

and  90  piastres.    Silver :  1,  2. 5  I  \ 

and  20  piastres. 
Gold :  20  marks  ($3.85,9),  10  mariu 

($1.93). 
Gold:  5,  10.  20,  50,  and  100  franco. 

Silver:  Snuncs. 
Gold :  5,  10,  and  20  marks. 
Gold:  sovereign  (pound  sterling  atd 

K  sovereign. 
Gold :  5, 10,  20,  50,  and  100  drachma 

Silver:  5 drachmas. 
Silver:  gourde. 

Gold:  mohur($7.10,5).    Sflver:  rupe« 

and  divisions. 
Gold :  5. 10.  20.  50.  and  100  lirss.   8-- 

Denmark 

Ecuador 

Egypt 

Finland 

France 

• 

German  Empire 
Great  Britain 

Greece 

Hayti 

India 

Italy 

Japan 

Liberia 

Mexico 

1 

.  Gold  and  Sil- 
ver. 

.[  Gold  and  Sil- 
ver. 

.  Silver 

.  Gold  and  Sil- 
ver. 

.   'Gold    andl 
Silver.        i 

.   Gold 

.   Silver » 

v«„      /Gold... 
*®"-\  Silver... 
Dollar 

Florin 

Dollar 

Crown 

Sol 

ver :  5  liras. 
Gk>ld :  1,2,  5, 10,  and  20  yen. 
Silver:  yen. 

Gold :  dollar  ^.98,8),  2*^,  S,  10.  ui 
20  dollars.  Silver:  dollar  (or  pe» 
and  divisions. 

Gold:  10  florins.  Silver:  H'  !•  **^ 
2V^  florins. 

Gold :  2  dollars  ($2.02,7). 

Gold :  10  and  20  crowns. 

Silver*  sol  and  divisions. 

Netherlands 

Newfoundland. 

Norway 

Peru 

.   Gold  and  Sil- 
ver. 

.   Gold 

.  Gold 

-   Silver ,.... 

..  Gold  

..'  SiU-ert 

Portugal 

Milreis 

Gold  ■  1.  2.  5.  and  10  milreis. 

Russia 

(Gold... 
Rouble^ 

(Silver- 
Peseta 

Crown 

Gold :  imperial  ($7,713),  and  M  ^P" 

riaU($3.86). 
Silrer :  ^,  H,  and  1  rouble. 
Gold:  25  pesetas.    Silver:  Speset** 

Gold :  10  and  20  crowns. 
Gold:  5,  10,  20.  60,  and   100  fnti'.i 
Silver:  5  fk>anc8. 

Gold :  25, 50, 100, 250.  and  900  piastreft 
Gold :  6, 10,  20,  50,  and  100  boliT»rt 
Silver:  5  bolivars. 

Spain 

Sweden 

.  Gold  and  Sil- 
ver. 

.   Gold 

.   Gold  and  sil- 
ver. 

..  Silver 

.   Gold 

.,  Silver 

Sw^itxerland 

Franc , 

Tripoli 

Turkey 

Mahbub  of  20 

piastres. 
Piastre 

Venesuela 

Bolivar 

*  Gold  the  nominal  standard.    Silver  practically  the  standard. 

t  Silver  the  nominal  standard.    Paper  the  actual  standard,  the  depreciation  of  which  is  med«- 
ared  by  the  gold  standard. 
X  Coined  since  January  1 ,  1886.    Old  half-imperial  s  $8.98,6. 


Eespectfiilly  yours, 
Hon.  Charles  Foster, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


EDWARD  O.  LEECH, 

Director  of  the  Mint. 


Treasury  Department, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
WasUiigtm,  D.  O.,  July  1,  1892. 
The  foregoing  astimate,  by  the  Director  of  the  Mint,  of  the  values  of 
foreign  coins,  I  hereby  proclaim  to  be  the  values  of  such  coins  in  terms 
of  the  money  of  account  of  the  United  States,  to  be  followed  in  estimat- 
ing the  value  of  all  foreign  merchandise  exported  to  the  United  States 
on  or  after  July  1,  1892,  expressed  in  any  of  such  metallic  currencies. 

CHAELBS  POSTER, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


(13004.) 

Mixed  goods  as  entireties — Memorandum  books  aiid  pencils — G.  A,  1180 

reversed. 

Treasury  Department,  July  1,  1892. 

8iR :  Referring  to  the  Department's  letter  of  the  9th  of  March,  1892, 
saspending  action  under  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United  States 
General  Appraisers,  dated  February  4,  1892  (G.  A.  1180,  S.  12442),  in 
the  matter  of  the  classification  of  mixed  goods  as  entireties  (memoran- 
dum books  and  pencils),  I  have  to  state  that  the  instructions  contained 
therein  we  hereby  withdrawn,  the  question  having  been  judicially  de- 
termined in  favbr  of  the  protestants. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  S PAULDING, 

(1073  g, )  Assistant  Secretary, 

Surveyor  of  Customs,  Oincimrudi,  Ohio. 


(13005.) 
Invoices  of  household  and  personal  effects. 

* 

Treasury  Department,  July  2,  1892. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  28th  ultimo,  further  in  relation  to  the  question  submitted  by  our 
consul-general  at  Vienna,  in  dispatch  Ko.  220,  of  the  17th  of  May  last, 
as  to  the  proper  manner  of  making  out  invoices  in  Form  93  of  the  Con- 
sular Begulations,  as  amended  by  the  circular  of  April  16,  1888,  for 
personal  and  household  effects  of  persons  coming  into  the  United 
^^tates. 
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It  appears  that  it  is  the  pructice  at  our  consulates  in  Oermany  to 
require  only  an  enumeration  of  the  packages  containing  the  personal 
or  household  effects;  a  general  description  of  the  nature  of  the  effects, 
and  a  statement  of  the  total  value  thereof,  but  that  the  consul  at  Vi- 
enna is  in  doubt  as  to  whether  the  invoices  should  not  be  made  ont 
more  in  detail,  and  enumerate  every  article  contained  in  each  package^ 
and  specify  the  value  of  each. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  effects  are,  as  a  rule,  old  and  in  use.  and 
that  the  foreign  ma.rket  value  of  such  of  them  as  may  be  subject  to 
duty  must  be  determined  upon  examination  by  the  appraiser,  the  De- 
partment is  of  opiuion  that  the  practice  prevailing  in  Germany,  as 
described  above,  may  properly  be  followed  at  other  consulates,  except 
that  it  is  desirable  for  purposies  of  convenience  that  the  total  value  uf 
each  package  be  separately  stated. 

Eespectfully  ^ours,  CHARLES  FOSTER, 

(8618/.)  Secretary, 

Hon.  Seobetabt  of  State. 


(13006.) 

Circular, — Examination  of  machinery  and  other  bulky  goods  at  premises  of 

oumer  or  importer. 

Treasury  Department,  July  2,  1892. 

To. Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

In  order  to  establish  uniformity  in  regard  to  the  appraisement,  by 
sx>ecial  permission,  of  machinery  and  other  bulky  articles  at  the  fac 
tories  or  other  premises  of  the  owner  or  importer,  the  following  nil^ 
will  hereafter  be  observed : 

1.  Permission  to  have  the  appraisjil  of  such  articles  made  in  any  dis 
trict  other  than  that  of  the  port  of  arrival  will  be  granted  only  by  tbe 
Department  and  on  the  recommendation  of  the  chief  customs  officer 
at  the  port  of  entry. 

2.  In  all  cases  of  appraisements  other  than  at  the  office  of  the  appraiser 
at  the  port  of  arrival  the  package  containing  the  goods  must,  npou 
being  landed  from  the  vessel  of  importation,  be  corded  and  sealed  i^ 
a  customs  offiC/Cr.  As  soon  as  the  owners  shall  give  notice  to  the  vol- 
lector  of  their  readiness  to  have  the  goods  appraised,  the  packages  >ba]l 
be  opened  in  the  presence  of  an  examiner  or  appraiser  or  officer  acting 
as  such  and  the  appraisement  shall  be  made  immediately  upon  sucii 
opening. 
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3.  Whenever  consent  is  duly  obtained  to  have  the  appraisement 
made  away  from  the  district  of  arrival,  a  deposit  shall  be  made  in 
advance  of  doable  the  estimated  duty,  and  any  excess  found  upon 
liquidation  will  be  refunded. 

4.  All  extra  expenses  incident  to  appraisals  of  this  kind  must  be  paid 
by  the  owner  or  importer  of  the  goods. 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary. 

(13007.) 

CHreular. — Issue  and  surrender  of  marine  documents — Quarterly  accounts 

of  tonnage. 

Treabuby  Department, 

Bureau  of  Navigation^ 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  2,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs  and  others: 

ISSUE  OF  MARINE  DOCUMENTS. 

The  serial  numbers  on  marine  documents  must  commence  anew  with 
No.  1  on  July  1  of  each  year.  Separate  series  of  serial  numbers  will 
be  used,  as  follows : 

(a)  For  registers  (not  generally  used  on  northern  frontiers  and  west- 
ern rivers). 

(b)  For  enrollments. 

(c)  For  licenses  issuing  to  vessels  not.  enrolled  (not  used  on  northern 
froDtiers). 

(d)  For  licenses  issuing  to  enrolled  vessels. 

(e)  For  licenses  issuing  to  enrolled  yachts. 

(f )  For  licenses  issuing  to  yachts  not  enrolled. 

^  Every  register,  enrollment,  and  license  should  contain  the  date  and 
place  of  original  building  and  a  citation  of  the  previous  marine  docu- 
ment   This  citation  should  be  in  the  following  form  : 

*' finsert  P.  R.,  T.  R.,  P.  E.,  T.  E.,  or  Lie).  No.  ,  issued  at  , 

(insert  date),  (insert  cause  of  surrender)." 

SUEBENDEB  OF  MARINE  DOCUMENTS. 

Every  marine  document  surrendered  should  be  so  indorsed  as  to 
show  the  date,  place,  and  cause  of  surrender  and  the  number  and 
description  of  the  new  marine  papers  issuing.  Ck)pies  of  lost  marine 
papers  should  be  indorsed  in  the  same  manner  as  originals  with  the 
addition  of  the  words  "Copy,  in  lieu  of  lost  original.'^ 
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Marine  documents  surrendered  elsewhere  than  at  the  port  of  issue 
must  be  forwarded  with  the  Monthly  Abstract,  Cat.  No.  340.  In  case 
of  no  transactions  Cat.  No.  333  should  be  sent. 

QUARTERLY  ACCOUNTS  OF  TONNAGE. 

^he  quarterly  accounts  should  embrace  : 

1.  A  transmitting  letter.  Cat.  No.  334,  and  abstracts  for  each  divi- 
sion mentioned  in  Cat.  No.  334  under  which  there  have  been  transac- 
tions during  the  quarter,  and  Cat.  No.  332  when  there  is  an  outstand- 
ing balance  but  no  transactions  during  the  quarter ;  separate  ab- 
stracts^ Cat.  No.  325,  of  vessels  lost,  abandoned,  sold  foreign,  wrecked 
and  repaired  (foreign  vessels),  changed  bb  to  home  port,  etc.,  when 
there  have  been  transactions  under  these  titles  during  the  quarter. 

2.  Duplicates  of  all  registers  (Cat.  No.  335),  and  enrollments  iteued 
(not  to  have  paper  seals). 

3.  All"  registers,  enrollments,  and  licenses  surrendered  during  the 
quarter,  together  with  indorsed  copies  of  lost  documents. 

E.  C.  O'BRIEN, 

CommiMioner. 
Approved : 

Charles  Foster, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


(13008.) 
Fortified  lemon  juice. 

Treasury  Department,  July  5,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  18th  ultimo, 
from  the  United  States  attornev  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York, 
in  which  he  reports  the  trial  of  the  case  arising  on  the  application  of 
J.  B.  Morrell  &  Co.  for  a  review  of  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United 
States  General  Appraisers  as  to  the  classification  of  certain  merchan- 
dise described  in  the  invoice  as  ^'fortified  lemon  juice." 

It  appears  that  the  collector  assessed  duty  on  the  article  as  an  '*  alco- 
holic compound,"  under  the  provision  for  ^'alcoholic  compounds''  in 
paragraph  103  of  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  at  the  rate  of  $2  per  galJon 
for  the  alcohol  contained  and  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  the  importers 
claiming  that  the  merchandise  was  free  of  duty  as  lemon  juice,  under 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  301  of  the  same  act,  and  the  Board  sus 
tained  the  classification  as  made  by  the  collector. 
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Upon  the  trial  of  tbe  case,  however,  the  court  reversed  such  rulings 
and  sustained  the  claim  of  the  importers,  arid  the  United  States  Attor- 
ney-General now  certifies,  under  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act 
of  June  10,  1890,  that  no  appeal  will  be  directed  by  his  Department  to 
the  circuit  court  of  appeals. 

You  are  therefore  hereby  authorized  to  take  measures  for  paying 
said  judgment,  and  you  will  apply  these  instructions  to  all  similar 
cases  pending  at  your  port,  where  the  requirements  of  law  as  to  pro- 
test, institution  of  suit,  etc.,  have  been  fully  complied  with. 

Respectfully  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1088^.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

CoLLECTOE  OF  CUSTOMS,  2^ew  York. 


(13009. ) 
Seai  of  incorporated  companies  doing  htudness  at  custom-houses, 

Treasuby  Department,  J\dy  7,  1892. 

SiK  :  Referring  to  your  letter  of  February  12  last,  in  regard  to  the 
requirement  of  evidences  of  authority  of  oflBcers  and  attorneys  of  in- 
corporated companies  doing  business  at  your  custom-house,  and  stating 
that  much  exception  is  taken  to  the  requirement  that  the  officers  of 
such  companies  shall  affix  the  corporate  seal  of  the  company  by  bring- 
ing tbe  seal  to  your  office  and  impressing  its  device  into  the  paper  of 
the  bond  which  is  bound  in  bond  book,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  when 
an  officer  of  a  corporation  desires  to  make  an  entry  of  merchandise 
he  may  be  allowed  to  sign  all  bonds  in  connection  therewith  on  his 
presenting  satisfactory  evidence  under  the  seal  of  the  corporation  that 
he  represents  and  is  an  officer  of  the  corporation,  and  is  duly  author- 
ized to  make  the  entry  and  execute  the  bond,  and  that  he  should  not 
be  required  to  bring  the  corporate  seal  to  the  custom-house  and  affix  it 
to  any  of  the  customs  bonds. 

Respectfully  yours,  L.  CROUNSE, 

(153^.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Baltimore,  Md. 


(13010.) 

•  Patna  rice. 

Treasury  Department,  Jxdy  7,  1892. 
SrR:  Referring  to  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United  States  General 
Appraisers  of  December  4,  1891  (G.  A.  1067),  on  the  qnestion  of  the 
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classification  of  Patna  rice  uuder  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  October 
1,  1890,  which  question  was  taken  to  the  circuit  court  at  New  York  on 
application  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York,  under  section  15 
\  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  I  have  to  state  that  the  Department  is  in 
receipt  of  a  letter  from  the  Attorney-General  dated  the  Ist  in8tai]t>,  in 
which  he  states  that  no  appeal  will  be  directed  by  his  Department 
from  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court. 

The  Department's  instructions  of  the  19th  of  Decembegrlast,  suspend- 
ing action  under  said  decision  are,  therefore,  hereby  withdrawn. 
Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 
(9703/.  j  Assistant  Secretai^. 

Collector  op  Customs,  New  York. 


(13011.) 


JBxportation  of  Canadian  beans  to  Cuba  and  Pueiio  Rico  not  enWled  to 

benefits  of  treaty, 

TitEASURY  Department,  July  8,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  1st 
instant,  in  which  you  inquire  whether  medium  beans  brought  into  the 
United  States  from  Canada,  and  the  duty  thereon  paid,  can  l>e  ex- 
ported *'  to  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico  and  obtain  free  entry  there  under  the 
recent  reciprocity  treaty  with  Spain  for  those  islands." 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  provisions  of  said  treaty 

apply  only  to  manufactures  and  products  of  the  United  States,    and 

that  articles  imported  from  foreign  countries  and  subsequently   ex- 

I)orted  are  not  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  said  treaty. 

Respectfully  vours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(1190(7.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Ege  &  Otis, 

West  Washington  Market^  New  York, 


(13012.) 
Invoicing  of  green  fndts  from  Palermo  to  the  United  States, 

Treasury  Department,  July  8,  1892. 
Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  30th  ultimo,  submitting  for  my  approval  or  correction"  a  di*aft  of 
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instructions  to  our  oonaal  at  Palermo,  intended  to  remove  what  is  re- 
garded as  needless  Motion  between  shippers  and  the  consul,  on  account 
of  invoices  of  green  fruits  exported  from  the  Palermo  district  to  the^ 
TJiiited  States. 

The  proposed  instructions  are  to  the  effect  that  when  a  shipper  who 
advances  money  on  small  lots  of  fruit  delivered  to  him  by  various  pro- 
daoers  a)nsolidate6  these  small  lots  either  before  or  after  they  are  put 
on  board  ship,  and  obtains  one  bill  of  lading  for  the  whole,  he  may  be 
recognized  as  the  owner  of  such  shipment  for  the  purpose  of  making 
out  tire  invoice. 

As  the  merchandise  in  question  is  not  subject  to  duty  ad  valorem, 
an  inquiry  into  the  actual  ownership  of  each  small  lot  would  be  of  no 
inter^t  to  the  revenue,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  proposed  consol- 
idation of  such  small  lots  into  one  shipment  under  one  invoice  would, 
as  stated  in  said  draft,  suit  the  convenience  of  all  concerned. 

I  return  the  draft  as  requested,  and  have  to  state  that  it  meets  with 
the  approval  of  this  Department. 
Respectfully  yours, 

A.  B.  NETTLETON, 
(2278  e.)  Acting  Secretary. 

w 

Hon.  Secretary  of  State. 


(13013.) 

Authorising  addition  to  bonded  route  of  Merchants'  Despatch  Transportation 

Company, 

Treasury  Department,  July  8,  1892. 

Sot :  The  Department  has  received  an  application  from  the  president 
of  the  Merchants'  Despatch  Transportation  Company  for  the  addition  of 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  Line  and  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  and 
BafGalo  Steamship  Company  to  the  lines  of  railroads  and  vessels  eiji- 
braced  in  the  bond  of  said  company,  approved  November  14,  1884,  as 
a  common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of  iiuappraised  merchandise 
in  bond  from  your  port,  to  which  application  the  sureties  on  the  bond 
submit  their  written  consent. 

The  application  is  hereby  approved,  and  the  names  of  the  Great 
Northern  Bailway  Line  and  the  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  and  Buffalo 
Steamship  Company  have  this  day  been  entered  upon  the  records  of 
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the  Depaitment  as  composing  part  of  the  bonded  ronte  of  the  com- 
pany named  for  the  traasportation  indicated.  You  will  note  the  fact 
and  date  upon  the  copy  of  the  bond  on  file  in  your  office. 

Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSB, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
'   Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13014.) 

Circular, — Vessels  fnmt  cholera-infected  districts  to  be  forbid  den  erUryuvJess 

provided  tcith  certificates  of  dimnfection. 

Trbasubv  Department, 
Offi<:e  Supervising  Surgeon- General  Marine- Hospital  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  8,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs,  Medical  Officers  of  the  Marine-Sospital  Service, 
and  others  whom  it  may  concern : 

m 

The  act  approved  April  29,  1878,  entitled  ''An  act  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  into  the  United  States," 
provides  that  no  vessel  coming  froni  any  foreign  port  or  country  where 
any  contagious  or  infectious  disease  exists,  nor  any  vessel  conveying 
infected  merchandise,  shall  enter  any  port  of  the  United  States,  or  paas 
the  boundary  line  between  the  United  States  and  any  foreign  country 
except  in  such  manner  as  may  be  prescribed  under  said  act. 

Information  has  been  received  that  cholera  prevails  in  the  Caucasus* 
in  eastern  European  Russia,  in  Pei-sia,  in  Calcutta,  and  on  the  western 
littoral  of  the  Red  Sea ;  and  in  view  of  the  threatened  further  spread 
of  the  disease,  and  because  of  the  danger  which  atta<ihes  to  rags,  furs, 
wool,  hides,  etc.,  which  may  have  been  gathered  in  the  infected  dis 
tricts,  and  to  articles  of  personal  wear  therefrom,  it  is  hereby  ordered 
that  no  vessel  having  rags,  furs,  skins,  hair,  feathers,  boxed  or  baled 
clothing  or  bedding,  or  any  similar  article  liable  to  convey  infection, 
hailing  from  any  port  in  the  districts  aforesaid,  and  no  vessel  from  any 
port  carrying  the  above-mentioned  merchandise  or  immigrants  from 
the  present  infected  districts  or  from  districts  that  shall  hereafter  be 
officially  declared  infected,  will  be  allowed  entry  to  any  port  in  the 
United  States  unless  provided  with  either  a  consular  certificate  or  a 
certificate  from  a  medical  officer  of  the  Marine-Hospital  Service,  or 
State  or  local  quarantine  officer  of  the  United  States,  to  the  effect  that 
the  vessel,  cargo,  personal  eflfects,  etc. ,  have  been  disinfected  in  accord 
ance  with  the  methods  herewith  prescribed. 
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A. — Disinfection  of  Vesset>5. 

The  disinfection  of  the  vessel  must  be  in  accordance  with  the  most 
efficient  quarantine  practice,  and  will  be  by  one  or  more  of  the  follow- 
iDg  methods: 

fl.  Bichloride  of  mercury. 

b.  Sulphurous  oxide. 

c.  Steam  heat. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  thorough 'cleansing,  flushing  with  sea  water, 

etc. 

B.— Disinfection  of  Abtioles  of  IvfEBOHANDisE,  Personal  Ef- 
fects, Etc. 

For  the  disinfection  of  the  articles  of  merchandise,  personal  effects, 
etc.,  mentioned  in  the  circular,  one  or  more  of  the  following  methods 
will  be  used,  all  articles  to  be  unbaled : 

1.  Boiling  in  water  not  less  than  one  hour. 

2.  Exposure  to  steam  not  less  than  one  hour,  the  steam  to  be  of  a 
temperature  not  greater  than  115  degrees  centigrade  (239  degrees 
Fahrenheit),  and  unmixed  with  air. 

All  bedding  and  clothing  must  be  subjected  to  method  No.  1  or  No.  2. 

3.  Exposure  not  less  than  six  hours  to  sulphurous  acid  gas,  made  by 
burning,  not  less  than  three  pounds  of  roll  sulphur  to  each  1,000  cubic 
feet  of  space. 

4.  Exposure  not  less  than  six  hours  to  an  atmosphere  containing  3 
per  cent,  of  sulphurous  acid  gas  liberated  from  its  liquid  state  (liquid 
sulphur  dioxide). 

5.  Solution  of  carbolic  acid  of  a  2  per  cent,  strength. 

This  method  (No.  5)  may  be  applied  only  to  leather  goods,  such  as 

trunks,  satchels,  boots,  shoes;  to  rubber  goods,  etc.,  the  articlas  to  be 

saturated  with  the  solution. 

WALTEE  WYMAN, 

Supervmnff  Surgeon- General  U.  8,  Marine  Hospital  Service, 

Approved  by  direction  of  the  President : 

A.  B.  Nettleton, 

Acting  Secretary, 

(13015.) 

Approving  bond  of  Central  Vermont  Railroad  Company  <m  a  common  car- 
rier of  unappraised  mei'chandise. 

Treasury  Department,  July  8,  1892. 
Sir  :  The  bond,  dated  the  27th  of  May  last,  of  the  Central  Vermont 
Bailroad  Company  as  a  common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of  duti- 
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able  unappraised  merchandise  in  bond  from  your  port  is  hereby  ap- 
proved and  one  copy  thereof  herewith  inclosed  to  be  placed  upon  tiie 
files  of  your  office.     This  bond  is  in  lieu  of  that  approved  Februaiy  5. 
1886,  of  the  company,  named.     Under  its  bond  the  Central  Vermont 
Eailroad  Company  is  authorized  to  transport  unappraised  merchandise 
in  bond  from  the  port  of  New  York,  N.  Y.,  to  the  ports  of  Borlingtcn, 
Vt.;   Albany,   N.    T.;    Atlanta,  Ga.;  Baltimore,    Md.;    Bath,   Me.; 
Bridgeport,  Conn.;  Buffalo,  K.  Y.;  Charleston,   S.  C;  Chicago,  DI.; 
Cincinnati,  Ohio;   Columbus,  Ohio;  Cleveland,  Ohio;   Denver,  Colo.; 
Detroit,    Mich.;   Dubuque,  Iowa;   Duluth,  Minn.;   Bvansville,  Ind.; 
Galveston,  Tex.;    Georgetown,  D.  C;  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.;  Grand 
Haven,  Mich.;   Hartford,   Conn.;    Indianapolis,  Ind.;    Kansas  City, 
Mo.;  Jacksonville,  Fla.;  Key  West,  Fla.;  Lincoln,  Nebr.;  Louisville, 
Ky.;  Memphis,  Tenn.;    Milwaukee,  Wis.;  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Mo- 
bile, Ala.;  Newport  News,  Va.;  New  Haven,  Conn.;  New  Orleans, 
La.;  Norfolk,  Va.;  Omaha,  Nebr.;  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Port  Hnron, 
Mich.;  Portland,  Me.;  Portland,  Oregon;  Portemouth,  N.  H.;  Rich- 
mond, Va.;    Providence,  R.   L;  Rochester,  N.  Y.;   Savannah,  Ga.; 
St.  Joseph,  Mo.;  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  San  Antonio,  Tex.; 
San  Diego,  Cal.;  San  Francisco,  Oal.;  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.;  Seattle, 
Wash.;    Sioux  City,   Iowa;     Springfield,   Mass.;     Taooma,    Wash.; 
Tampa,  Fla.;  Toledo,  Ohio;  Wilmington,  Del.;  Wilmington,.  N.  C, 
in  the  following  manner,  viz : 

In  suitable  cars  or  vessels  owned  or  controlled  by  said  comjiany  and 
running  over  any  or  all  of  the  following-named  railroads  or  water  lines, 
VIZ  :  Grand  Trunk  Railway  of  Canada ;  Western  New  York  and  Phila- 
delphia; Chicago  and  Grand  Trunk;  Michigan  Central  r  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee and  St.  Paul ;  Great  Northern  ;  Chicago  and  Northwestern : 
Chicago,  Buriington  audQuincy;  Chicago,  Bock  Island  and  Pacific: 
Chicago  und  Alt«n  ;  Cincinnati,  Hamilton  and  Dayton ;  Lake  Shore 
and  Michigan  Southern ;  Canadian  Pacific;  Canada  Atlantic;  Rome, 
Watertown  and  Ogdensburg;  Wabash;  Illinois  Central;  Union  Pa- 
ciiLc;  Central  Pacific ;  Northern  Pacific  ;  Atchison,  Topeka  and  SanU 
nlL  w  ^««'««'PPi;  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  and 
Omaha;  Wisconsin  Central;  Missouri  Pacific;  Texas  and  Pacific; 
Boston  and  Maine ;  Fitchburg ;  Connecticut  River;  Sullivan  County : 

IZT  To  '  ^'"°"^''"  '"'*  ^"^"^"^ '  Central  Vermont ;  Ogdei 
buig  Transit  Company's  Line  of  Stumers ;  Maine  Central:  Concord 
and  Montr^l;   Detroit,  Grand  Haven  and  Milwaukee;    MuZll 

^er^'^^^Trr"^"^^^^"^^^^-^'  ^«°*  and  PerMa: 
quette  Railroad  and  its  steamers  across  Lake  Michigan  ;  Toledo,  Ana 
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Arbor  and  North  Michigan;  Yandalia  line;  Grand  Rapids  and  In- 
diana;  Detroit,  Lansing  and  Northern  ;  Louisville,  New  Albany  and 
Chicago ;  Louisville  and  Nashville,  and  such  other  railroads  and  water 
lines  as  maj^  hereafter  be  specially  authorized  and  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury:  Provided,  however,  That  in  cases  where 
other  railroads  or  water  lines  are  so  authorized  and  designated  the  con- 
sent in  writing  of  the  sureties  on  the  bond  shall  first  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

In  every  instance  where  other,  ears  or  vessels  than  those  owned  by 
said  company  are  used  such  cars  or  vessels  shall  be  distinctly  marked 
^'Central  Vermont  Railroad  CJompany '^  or  ^'.Central  Vermont  Line." 

Re8i>ectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
CoLLECTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  Xeic  York. 


(13016.) 
Ascertainment  of  quantity  amA  value  of  wools  on  the  skin. 

Tbeasuby  Depabtmekt,  July  11,  1892. 
Sir  :  In  reply  ta  your  letter  of  the  5th  instant,  in  which  you  ask  to  be 
referred  to  the  instructions  issued  by  the  Department  as  to  ascertain- 
ing the  quantity  and  value  of  wools  on  the  skin,  as  prescribed  by  par- 
agraph 387,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  no  in- 
structions have  been  issued  under  said  paragraph,  but  the  instructions 
in  force  prior  to  the  passage  of  said  act  and  contained  in  the  published 
decisions  of  the  Department  are  applicable  to  such  importations. 

Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(1219^.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Surveyor  of  Customs,  St.  Louis,  Mo, 


(13017.) 

Circular. — Interest  and  penalties  collected  under  the  direct  tax  laws  to  be  re- 
funded under  the  ad  of  March  2,  1891  (26  Stat,  822). 

Treasury  Department,  July  11,  1892. 
To  Accounting  Officers  and  others: 

The  following  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  is  hereby  published 
for  your  information. 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary. 


\  (i 
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Department  of  Justice, 

Washinffton,  D.  C,  June  29,  1892. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  June  11  instant,  inclosing  tlie  letter  of  Hon.  Is- 
ham  G.  Harris,  in  reference  to  the  refund  of  direct  taxes  under  the  act 
of  March  2,  1891  (26  Stats.,  p.  822),  was  duly  received. 

In  that  letter  you  say : 

*  *  To  summarize :  The  tax  proper  having  been  refunded  to  the  several 
States,  I  desire  your  opinion  whether  additional  credit  should  be  given : 

*' First.  For  the  interest. 

**  Second.  For  penalties. 

'*  Third.  For  costs  attending  the  collection  to  the  several  States  and 
Territories. 

''Fourth.  What  amount  should  be  credited  where  redemptions  have 
been  made  under  the  act  of  June  7, 1862,  and  the  several  acts  extending 
the  time  of  such  redemptions,  and. 

Fifth.  Whether  or  not  the  act  of  March  2,  1892,  repeals  the  act  of 
March  3,  1883,  and  if  so,  shall  the  sevei-al  States  be  credited  with  the 
surplus  produced  at  the  sales  over  and  above  the  amount  of  the  inter- 
est, penalty,  and  costs ;  and  if  said  act  is  not  repealed,  whether  or  not 
said  surplus  shall  be  held  in  the  Department  to  be  paid  out  under  the 
act  of  March  3,  1883." 

By  the  act  of  Congress  approved  August  5, 1861,  and  the  acts  amend 
atory  thereof  (12  Stats.,  p.  294)  provision  was  made  for  collecting  a 
direct  tax  from  the  several  States  tind  Territories  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  war.  By  the  States  and 
Territories  upholding  the  Union,  and  by  the  District,  this  tax  was  gen- 
erally paid ;  but  by  the  States  in  insurrection  such  payments  were  not 
made.  Under  the  machinery  provided  in  the  act,  large  amounts  in 
some  of  these  insurrectionary  States  were  collected  by  distress  and  sale, 
including  considerable  sums  for  penalties,  interest,  and  '•osts,  as  pre- 
scribed in  the  law. 

The  first  section  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  March  2,  1891,  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

**  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  craiit 
to  each  State  and  Territory  of  the  United  States  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  a  sum  equal  to  all  collections  by  set-off  or  otherwise  made 
from  said  States  and  Territories  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  fi'om 
any  of  the  citizens  or  inhabitants  thereof,  or  other  persons  under  the 
act  of  Congress  approved  August  fifth,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty- 
one,  and  the  amendatory  acts  thereto.'' 

Section  2  reads  as  follows : 

'•That  all  moneys  still  due  to  the  United  States  on  the  quota  of  direct 
tax  api)ortioned  by  section  eight  of  the  act  of  Congrass  approved  August 
fifth,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-one,  are  hereby  remitted  and  relin 
qniwshed." 

By  subsequent  sections  of  the  act,  the  matter  of  such  payments  and 
credits  is  regulated,  and  provision  is  made  for  giving  the  benefit  of 
such  repayments  to  individual  citizens  from  whom  collections  have 
been  made. 

Your  first  and  second  questions,  viz,  whether  this  act  requires  the 
repayment  of  penalties  and  interest  collected,  are,  I  think,  free  from 
doubt.  The*  language  of  the  law  requires  you  to  give  credit  to  each 
State,  Territory,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  for  a  '*8um  equal  to  all 
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coUectiims,  by  setoff  or  otherwise,  made  from  said  States  and  Territories 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  from  any  citizens  or  inhabitants  thereof," 
etc.  That  interest  and  penalties  are  collections  within  the  meaning  of 
this  language,  seems  to  me  too  clear  for  reasonable  question.  To  this 
view  it  is  olgected  that  if  payments  had  been  promptly  made  interest 
would  not  have  accrued  and  penalties  would  not  have  attached ;  and  this 
is  true.  But  it  is  not, to  be  forgotten  that  at  the  time  this  tax  was 
assessed  and  due  the  condition  of  the  people  in  many  of  these  States, 
notably  along  the  border,  was  most  embarrassing ;  they  were  between 
two  fires,  not  to  speak  of  the  fact  that  they  were  generally  in  desperate 
financial  straits.  Their  situation  was  such  that  to  pay  the  tax  was  to 
incur  the  charge  of  disloyalty  and  danger  of  punishment  at  the  hknds 
of  the  de  facto  Confederate  government,  and  to  refuse  to  pay  the  same 
was  to  incur  the  like  charge  and  danger  of  punishment  at  the  hands  of 
the  dejure  Fedeml  Government.  At  any  rate,  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
was  the  plain  purpose  of  Congress  in  this  act  to  restore  to  these  States 
and  people  the  moneys  which  had  been,  under  the  color  of  this  tax, 
brought  into  the  Federal  Treasury.  The  legislation  is  an  act  of  liber- 
ality on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  should  be  liberally  construed. 

Second.  The  same  reasons  for  the  restoration  of  costs  of  collection  do 
not  seem  to  me  to  obtain.  The  cost«  presumably  have  been  paid  out 
as  compensation  for  services  rendered  in  collection.  They  have  not 
come  into  the  United  States  Treasury  at  all,  and,  therefore,  there  is  no 
equity  in  demanding  their  repayment.  It  is  unlikely  that  it  was  within 
the  legislative  purpose  thar  the  Government  should  reimburse,  either 
to  the  States  or  individuals,  the  moneys  thus  expended.  To  do  so  is 
not  to  pay  back  something  which  has  been  paid  into  the  Treasury  by 
thase  people,  but  to  pay  them  money  derived  from  other  sources  of  tax- 
ation, on  account  of  moneys  taken  from  them  for  fees  or  costs,  and  from 
which  the  Government  has  received  no  benefit. 

Your  third  question  is  answered  in  the  negative. 

Third.  Your  fourth  question  seems  to  be  substantially  answered  by 
what  has  already  been  said.  Where,  under  the  act  of  June  7,  1862 
(12  Stats.,  p.  422),  redemption  of  lands  held  for  direct  taxes  were  made, 
the  same  principles  heretofore  announced  should  be  applied,  aijd  the 
party  in  interest  should  have  a  repayment  of  the  tax,  penalties,  and  in- 
terest paid  by  him  for  such  redemption. 

Fourth.  In  my  opinion,  the  act  of  March  2,  1891,  supersedes  the  pro- 
vision in  the  appropriation  bill  of  March  3,  1883.  That  jirovision 
reads  as  tbllows : 

*'The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  cause  to  be  audited  by  the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  Treas- 
ury and  paid  the  claims  of  the  original  owners  of  lands  which  were  sold 
for  non-payment  of  United  States  direct  taxes,  for  the  surplus  proceeds 
of  the  same,  under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  August  fifth,  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty-one,  and  for  such  purpose  the  sum  of  one  hundred 
aud  ninetj'^  thousand  doUare,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  is 
hereby  appropriated.-' 

By  this  enactment,  it  was  made  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  to  repay  to 
the  original  owners  any  suri)lus  proceeds  of  property  taken  under  the 
direct  tax  law  of  1861,  and  an  appropriation  was  made  for  that  purpos(\ 
By  the  act  of  March  2,  1891,-  it  Ls  made  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  to 
credit  or  repay  not  merely  the  surplus,  but  the  entire  amounts  collected 
under  that  haw  and  brought  into  the  Treasury,  and  an  appropriation  of 
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such  sura  as  may  be  necessary  is  made  for  that  purpose.    The  greater, 
of  course,  includes  the  less,  and  the  act  of  1891  being  passed,  the  act  of 
1883  is  superseded. 
Eespectfully, 

W.  H.  H.  MILLER, 

Attorney-  GeneraL 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  » 


(13018.) 

Wool  invoiced  in  Btissian  silver  riMes — Date  fixing  value  of  foreign  cur- 
rency. 

Treasury  Department,  July  13,  1892. 

Sir:  An  appeal  having  been  taken  under  the  provisions  of  sectioD 
15  of  the  act  of  June  10, 1890,  from  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United 
States  General  Appraisers  at  New  York  on  the  protest  of  Wood  & 
Payson  (G.  A.  1555,  June  21, 1892),  which  involves  the  question  of  the 
proper  amount  of  duty  chargeable  on  certain  wool  invoiced  in  Russian 
silver  rubles,  you  are  hereby  directed  to  take  no  official  actiou  undei 
and  by  virtue  of  said  decision  until  the  question  shall  be  judicially  de- 
termined. 

You  will  be  duly  advised  wheu  a  final  decision  is  reached. 

Eespectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(1135^.)  »  Assistant  Secretary^ 

Collector  of  Customs,  PoHlandy  Me. 


(13019.) 

Certificate  of  foreign  revenue  officer  required  for  cancellation  of  internal 

revenue  draxchack  bonds  covering  distilled  spirits. 

The  following  paragraph  appears  on  page  198  of  the  Drawback  Reg- 
ulations printed  in  Series  7,  No.  7,  Revised,  United  States  Interujil 
Revenue,  viz  : 

For  the  discharge  and  cancellation  of  the  export  bond,  the  same  cer- 
tificates of  landing  and  other  evidence  will  be  required  as  in  case  ol 
bonds  for  export  of  imported  merchandise,  exported  from  the  United 
States  under  law  and  regulations  made  in  pursuance  thereof  appertain- 
ing to  the  customs. 

This  clause  is  hereby  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows,  to  wit : 

For  the  discharge  and  cancellation  of  the  export  bond,  the  same  cer- 
tificates of  landing  will  be  required  as  in  the  case  of  bond  for  export 
of  distilled  spirits  free  of  tax,  as  prescribed  in  article  74  of  Series  7. 
No.  4,  Revised  October  27,  1885. 
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Collateral  evidence  as  to  landing  abroad  in  drawback  cases  will  .be 
the  same  as  required  in  articles  76  to  79,  inclusive,  in  Series  7,  No.  4, 
Revised. 

This  regulation  will  take  effect  on  exportations  of  distilled  spirits, 
with  benefit  of  drawback,  made  on  and  after  August  1,  1892. 

CHAKLES  FOSTER, 

July  14, 1892.  Secretary. 


(13020.) 

Circular. — Purchase  ofuncurreivt  gold  coiiis  at  the  mints  and  assay  offices 

of  the  United  States, 

Tkeasury  Department, 

Bureau  of  the  Mint, 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  15,  1892. 

Mutilated  or  otherwise  uncurrent  United  States  gold  coins,  of  any 

denomination,  will  be  received  at  any  of  the  mints  or  assay  offices  of 

the  United  States,  and  the  value  of  the  fine  gold  contained  will  be  paid 

to  the  depositor  at  the  rate  of  J50.67+  per  ounce  fine,  or  $18.60+  per 

ounce  standard  [.900  fine]. 

Returns  for  mutilated  coins  will  be  made  by  check  payable  to  the 

order  of  the  depositor,  unless  remittances  by  express  or  registered  mail 

are  preferred.     In  either  case  the  payments  will  be  at  the  depositor's 

expense  and  risk.  EDWARD  O.  LEECH, 

Director  of  the  Mint, 
Approved : 

Chakleb  Foster, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


a3021.) 

No  draicbacJc  on  imported  cylinders  exported  filled  with  domestic  anhydrous 

ammonia. 

[Telegram.  ] 

Treasury  Departm'ent,  July  15,  1892. 
Surveyor  of  Customs,  St.  Louis,  Mo.: 

Imported  metallic  cylinders  when  exported  filled  with  domestic  an- 
hydrous ammonia  are  not  entitled  to  drawback,  not  being  material  nsed 

in  the  manufacture  of  the  ammonia. 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(1089  g. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

53 
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(13022.; 

Invoice  measuremefUs  of  silks  imported  from  France — Use  of  the  meter$ 

iruftead  of  amies, 

Trbasuby  Department,  July  16,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letters  of 
the  9th  and  14th  inAtant,  inclosing  copies  of  dispatches  from  the  United 
States  consul  at  Jjyons  and  the  United  States  consul-general  at  Paris. 
in  the  matter  of  invoicing  silk  goods  consigned  to  the  United  States  as 
measured  in  aunes  instead  of  in  meters. 

From  the  dispatches  inclosed  it  appears  that  the  aune  measurement 
is  used  only  in  invoices  of  goods  consigned  to  the  United  States ;  that 
the  meter  is  the  legal  standard  measurement  in  France,  and  is  used 
in  commercial  transactions  in  that  country,  any  sales  effected  other- 
wise than  by  the  metric  system  not  being  recognized  and  being  con- 
sidered ill^al,  and  the  use  of  the  metric  system  being  rendered 
obligatory  by  the  law  of  July  4,  1837,  which  took  effect  on^the  1st  of 
January,  1840. 

Ajs  the  use  of  the  aune  system  of  measurement  facilitat'es  frauds  upon 
the  customs  revenue  and  the  use  of  the  metric  system  would  simplify 
business  and  materially  aid  the  intelligent  comparison  of  invoices  and 
invoice  prices,  I  have  to  request  that  you  will  instruct  our  consular 
officers  to  refuse  to  certify  invoices  from  and  after  the  1st  day  oi 
September  next  unless  the  merchandise  is  invoiced  in  accordance  with 
the  metric  system  and  to  give  notice  thereof  so  that  foreign  shippers 
may  be  advised  in  due  time. 

I  will  thank  you  to  inform  this  Department  of  your  action  in  the 

premises,  in  order  that  the  necessary  instructions  may  be  issued  to  the 

collectors  of  customs  at  the  principal  ports  in  the  United  States. 

Respectfully  yours, 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

(4660/.)  Setr^ary. 

Hon.  Secretary  of  State. 


(13023.) 
MarMiig  of  unfinished  hosiery. 

Treasury  Department,  July  16, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letters  of  the  12th  and 
13th  instant,  transmitting  the  applications  of  Messrs.  Gross  &  Kohl 
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and  Smith  &  Angell  for  the  delivery,  without  further  marking,  uu- 
der  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  of  certain 
hosiery  imported  per  Sueviaj  June  27,  1892 ;  Baale,  June  29,  1892,  and 
Suevia,  June  27,  1892,  cases  numbered  146,  1521,  1522,  and  1210. 

It  appears  that  this  hosiery  is  impo^;ted  in  an  unfinished  condition, 
and  is  to  be  washed,  dyed,  boarded,  pressed,  folded,  stamped,  and  other* 
wise  finished  at  manufacturing  establishments  in  this  country ;  that  the 
bandies  or  packages  are  duly  marked  with  the  name  of  the  country  of 
origin  as  required  by  the  above  provision  of  law,  and  that  no  marking 
whatever  appears  on  the  individual  socks. 

The  applicants  claim  that  the  goods  are  not  articles  '^such  as  are 
usually  or  ordinarily  marked,"  and  that  it  would  be  futile, to  mark  this 
class  of  goods  abroad  or  in  this  country  before  finishing,  because  the 
dyeing  and  finishing  would  obliterate  such  marks,  and  it  is  stated  that 
these  socks  in  the  unfinished  condition  are  not  marketable,  merchants 
not  taking  them  in  such  condition  for  sale. 

In  view  of  the  above,  and  upon  an  inspection  of  the  samples  foi*warded 
by  you,  the  Department  is  of  the  opinion  that  marking  of  the  goods  is 
not  required  by  law,  and  you  will  therefore  be  governed  accordingly. 
Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 
(5631/.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

OOLLBCTOR  OF  CUSTOMS,  New  Tarh 


(13024.) 

CcUeeHve  bond  covering  horses  imported  for  exhibition  or  competition  at 

agricvUurcU  fairs  or  races. 

Tbrasury  Department,  July  18, 1892. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  your  letter  of  the^Sth  instant,  in  the  matter  of  the 
discontinuance  of  the  practice  in  vogue  at  your  port  of  allowing  the 
free  entry  of  horses  intended  for  exhibition  or  competition  in  agricultural 
fairs  and  in  races,  on  permits,  without  requiring  the  execution  of  bonds, 
1  have  to  inform  you,  that  in  consequence  of  the  complaints  made  to 
the  Department  as  to  the  inconvenience  to  the  owners  of  such  horses  re- 
sulting from  the  requirement  of  bond  in  each  case,  it  is  suggested  that 
a  collective  bond,  including  all  horses  imported  at  one  time  and  con- 
signed to  them  for  the  purposes  indicated,  might  be  furnished  by  the 
directors  or  proprietors  of  the  feir  or  racing  association  without  detri- 
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ment  tx)  the  revenue,  and  if  you  see  no  practical  objections  to  this 
method,  such  collective  bonds  may  be  accepted  by  you. 

I  will  thank  you  to  advise  the  Department  of  your  views  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

EespectfuUy  yours,         ^ 

A.  B.  NETTLBTON, 

(1148^.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Port  Huron,  Mich. 


(13025.; 
Charges  for  sJiooks  of  American  manufacture  imported  filled  with  gdatin. 

Treasury  Department,  July  18, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  report  of  the  11th  instant, 

'  upon  the  complaint  made  by  Messrs.  Chapman  &  Meehan,  of  New  York 

City,  that  the  free  entry  of  American  shocks  returned  as  boxes  filled 

with  gelatin  had  been  denied  at  ^our  port,  notwithstanding  all  the 

regulations  relative  thereto  had  been  complied  with. 

You  state  that  the  invoice  in  the  present  case  discloses  that  the 
charges  (which  are  specifically  enumerated)  are  included  in  the  price 
at  which  the  gelatin  is  invoiced,  and  you  hold  that  nondutiable 
charges  included  in  the  price  of  the  merchandise  can  not  be  deducted 
from  the  stated  price  and  value  of  the  goods  per  se,  but  that  dutie< 
must  be  assessed  upon  such  stated  price  and  value ;  that  duties  were 
primarily  estimated  upon  the  value  including  the  gelatin  and  the  bvJ> 
leaving  the  matter  open  for  further  consideration,  liquidation  of  the 
entry  being  withheld. 

Paragraph  493  provides  for  the  free  entry  of  American  shocks  rt- 
turned  as  boxes  filled  with  foreign  products,  and  if  duty  should  he 
assessed  upon  the  value  of  such  boxes,  the  object  contemplated  by  tbi< 
provision,  viz,  the  encouragement  of  the  manufacture  of  shooks  n\ 
this  country,  would  to  a  considerable  extent  be  defeated. 

The  invoice  should  specify  the  cost  of  the  boxes,  with  a  stateiutni 
that  they  are  of  American  manufacture,  but  this  cost  should  not  form 
a  part  of  the  dutiable  value. 

If  the  regulations  have  been  fully   complied  with,  the  boxes  in 
question  should  be  admitted  to  free  entry. 
Respectfully  yours, 

A.  B.  NETTLETON, 
(5651  f, )  Acting  Secretarji, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Boston,  Mass. 
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(13026.) 

Exhibition  of  French  jewelry  at  WorlWs  Fair, 

Treasury  Department,  July  18,  1892. 
Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  8th  instant, 
inclosing  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Edmund  Bruwaert,  French  consul- 
general  and  commissioner  at  Chicago,  in  which  he  requests  certain  eon- 
cessions  to  the  French  exhibitors  of  jewelry  at  the  World's  Columbian 
Exposition. 

3Ir.  Bruwaert  inquires  whether  it  would  be  possible  for  French  jew- 
elers to  forward  to  Chicago  jewelry  entirely  set,  and  have  it,  in  case  of 
sale,  subject  to  duty  as  though  it  had  been  sent  (as  it  generally  is)  with 
the  stones  and  settings  separate,  and  whether  they  would  be  allowed  to 
unset  the  articles  and  sell,  for  instance,  only  one  of  the  stones  in  the 
Jewel,  such  sale  being  subject  to  the  duty  on  precious  ston^  when  not 
set ;  also  whether  they  would  be  allowed  to  sell  a  single  stone  out  of  a 
package  of  precious  stones  without  being  required  to  ent»er  the  entire 
package,  and  also  whether  the  regulations  could  be  amended  so  as  to 
allow  jewelers  to  retain  the  jewelry  in  their  possession,  after  entry  in 
bond  at  New  York,  in  cases  where  they  may  be  afraid  to  trust  it  to  any 
transportation  or  express  company. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  Department  is  unable  to  con- 
cede any  of  the  privileges  requested  by  the  French  consul  for  the  ben- 
efit of  exhibitors  of  jewelry,  such  privileges  being  contrary  to  the  r^- 
nlations  in  force  in  the  matter  of  the  entry  and  transportation  of  mer- 
chandise, under  the  act  authorizing  the  free  entry  of  goods  for  exhi- 
bition at  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition. 

The  jewelry  will  be  subject  to  duty  in  the  condition  in  which  it  is  im- 
porte<l,  and  the  Department  can  not  authorize  any  evasion  of  the  spe- 
nfic  provisions  of  law  as  to  precious  stones,  which  are  subject  to  duty 
at  the  rate  of  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  as  jewelry,  when  set. 

Respectfully  yours,  A.  B.  NETTLETOX, 

(6514/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Chicago,  III, 


(13027.) 

Horsey  imported  by  a  Canadian  spending  his  summers  on  Lake  Champlain 

dtUiable, 

Treasury  Department,  July  19,  1892. 
Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  6th  instant, 
from  Special  Agent  O.  P.  Ames,  in  regard  to  the  importation  of  certain 
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horses  by  Mr.  B.  M.  Fulton,  a  resident  of  Montreal,  who  spends  Ms 
summers  at  his  country  residence  on  Lake  Champlain,  near  Plattebui^, 
and  imported  the  horses  for  his  own  use  at  that  place. 

In  the  absence  of  a  provision  of  law  exempting  the  horses  so  im- 
ported from  payment  of  duty,  Mr.  Fulton  not  being  an  immigrant  in 
any  sense  of  that  term,  the  horses  in  question  should  not  have  been 
allowed  to  pass  your  port  without  payment  of  duty,  and  are  liable  to 
seizure  as  illegal  importations. 

As,  however,  the  privilege  was  granted  by  you  to  Mr.  Fulton  subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  Department,  no  seizure  should  be  made  in  the 
case,  but  you  will  take  the  necessary  steps  to  collect  the  duties  due. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

A.  B.  NBTTLETON, 
(1236/7.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  or  Customs,  Flattsbnrg,  N.  Y. 


'  (13028.) 

Circular » — Privileges  of  immediate  transportation  of  imported  goods  ex- 
tended to  port  of  Saint  Aiigtistine,  Florida, 

Treasury  Department,  July  19,  1892. 

To  VoUectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

The  following  act  of  Congress,  approved  June  30, 1892,  extending  the 
privileges  of  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1880,  regarding  the  im- 
mediate transportation  of  imported  goods  to  the  port  of  Saint  Augustine' 
Florida,  is  published  for  your  information  and  guidance. 

L.  CROUNSB, 

Assistant  Secret/try. 


AN  ACT  to  amend  an  act  entitled  ^'An  act  to  amend  the  statute  in  relation  to  icam^ 
diate  transportation  of  datiable  goods  and  for  other  purposes/'  approved  June  t^eoth, 
anno  Domini  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  by  extending  the  privilegee  of  the 
seventh  section  thereof  to  the  port  of  Saint  Augustine,  Florida. 

Be  U  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  Ufuted 
States  of  America  in  Congress  a^isembled^  That  the  seventh  section  of  an 
act  entitled  *^  An  act  to  amend  the  statutes  in  relation  to  the  imme 
diate  transportation  of  dutiable  goods  and  for  other  purposes,'-  ap- 
proved June  tenth,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby,  amended  by  inserting  the  words  ''Saint  Augustine''  after  the 
words  *^  Key  West,"  in  said  section. 

Approved,  June  30,  1892. 
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(13029.) 

Select  Clydesdale  Stud  Book — Secretary  of  Agricultwe  to  certify  pure  bred 

animals  for  free  entry  for  breeding  purposes. 

Treasury  Department,  July  19, 1892. 

SiB:  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricnlturey 
made  in  accordance  with  the  act  of  July  5, 1892,  which  prescribes  that 
he  ''shall  determine  aifd  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  what 
are  recognized  breeds  and  pure-bred  animals  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  482  of  the  act  of  Qcjtober  1, 1890,''  the  name  *'  Select  Clydeei- 
dale  Stud  Book,"  in  which  is  recorded  the  ** select  Clydesdale"  breed 
of  horses  of  Oreat  Britain,  is  added  to  the  list  of  foreign  books  given 
in  Department's  circular  of  May  2,  1892,  No.  66  (S.  12734);  and  free 
entry  will  be  accorded  horses  imported  for  breeding  purposes,  for 
which  the  imx>orter  shall  furnish  a  certificate  of  record  and  pedigree  in 
the  form  prescribed,  showing  that  the  animal  is  pure  bred  and  ad- 
mitted  to  full  registry  in  the  book  of  record  which  has  been  duly  es- 
tablished for  such  '^select  Clydesdale"  breed. 
BespectfuUy  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 
(6842/.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Cubi'oms,  New  York, 


(13030.) 

Reimportation  of  bags  qf  foreign  manufacture. 

Tkeasury  Department,  July  20, 1892. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  letter  addressed  to  yon  by  Mr.  Heury  Char- 
nock,  of  New  Orleans,  La,,  on  the  14th  instant,  in  regard  to  proposed 
reimportations  of  bags  of  foreign  manufacture,  which  had  been  ex- 
ported from  the  United  States  with  American  graiu,  I  have  to  inform 
you  that  the  omission  from  the  tariff  act  of  October  1,  1890,  of  the 
provision  found  in  the  tariff  act  of  March  3,  1883,  for  the  exemption 
of  such  bags  from  duty  is  understood  by  the  collector  of  customs  at 
New  York  to  be  equivalent  to  a  repeal,  and  that  this  view  will  prob- 
ably be  adopted  by  other  collectors,  since  the  Board  of  the  United 
States  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  in  a  decision  relative  to  for- 
eign bags  remanufactured  in  the  United  States,  incidentally  adverted 
to  the  question  as  to  the  effect  of  said  omission  upon  reimported  for- 
eign bags,  and  held  that  the  question  is  not  free  of  serious  doubt. 
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'  Under  the  circumstanceB,  the  Department  prefers  to  have  the  matter 
settled  upon  actual  importations  of  such  bags,  in  the  manner  provided 
by  section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

EespectfuUy  youi-s,  L.  CR0UN8E, 

(740^.)  Assisiant  Secretary. 

Hon.  B.  D.  White, 

United  States  Senate, 


(13031.) 
Glass  bottles. 


Treasury  Department,  July  21,  1892. 

Sir  :  An  appeal  having  been  taken  under  the  provisions  of  section  15 
of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  from  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Unitied 
States  General  Appraisers  at  New  York  on  the  protest  of  Merck  &  Co. 
(June  15,  1892,  G.  A.  1550),  which  involves  the  question  of  the  proper 
rate  of  duty  on  glass  bottles,  you  are  hereby  directed  to  take  no  official 
action  under  and  by  virtue  of  said  decision  until  the  question  shall  be 
judicially  determined. 

You  will  be  duly  advised  when  a  final  decision  is  reached. 

Respectfully  yours, 

E.  OROUNSE, 

(9700/.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13032.) 
BeimpoHation  of  hags  of  domestic  manufacture. 

Treasury  Department,  July  21, 1892. 
Gentlemen  :  In  reply  to  so  much  of  your  letter  of  the  6th  instant 
as  relates  to  the  existing  law  relative  to  the  reimportation  of  bags  man- 
ufactured in  the  United  States,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  such  bagss  if 
exported  without  allowance  of  drawback  and  returned  without  having 
been  improved  in  condition  while  abroad,  are  exempt  from  duty  upon 
being  properly  identified,  and  if  exported  with  benefit  of  drawback 
are  subject  to  a  duty  ecjual  to  the  drawback  allowed  on  exportation. 

This  Department  is  unable  to  answer  your  question  whether  there  is 
any  intention  to  put  them  on  the  dutiable  list. 

Respectfully  yours,  L.  CROUNSE, 

(127<)/7.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Puech  &  Freret,  39  ChaHres  St.,  Xew  Orleans,  La. 
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(13033.) 

Drauback  on  imported  materials  on  exportaJtion  of  articles  made  from — 
Importation  need  not  have  been  made  by  the  manufacturer. 

Treasury  Department,  July  21,  1892. 

Sir:  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  16th  iDstant,  the  Department  has 
to  inform  yoo,  tliat  the  regulations  governing  allowance  of  drawback 
on  the  exportation  of  articles  manufactured  in  the  United  States,  wholly 
or  in  part  from  imported  materials,  do  not  require  the  mateiials  to  be 
imports  by  the  manufacturer,  and  i)rovide  for  the  evidence  to  be  pro- 
duced in  cases  where  the  materials  used  in  the  manufacture  have  been 
imported  by  parties  other  than  the  manufacturers. 

A  copy  of  the  regulations  (Circular  No.  118,  of  November  15,  1890) 
is  inclosed  herewith,  and  your  particular  attention  is  invited  to  articles 
23,  as,  34,  and  55. 

Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 
(1269  g, )  Assistant  Secretary. 

Mr.  Jas.  Marshal!^  Fall  River,  Mass. 


(13034.) 
Loom  embroidered  cottons. 

Treasury  Department,  July  21,  1892. 

Sir  :  An  appeal  having  been  taken  under  the  provisions  of  section 
15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  from  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United 
States  G^eneral  Appraisers  at  New  York  on  the  protest  of  Sylvester  Bell 
&Co.  (May  25,  1892,  G.  A.  1492),  which  involves  the  question  of  the 
proper  rate  of  duty  on  countable  cottons  aud  ( loom)  embroidered  cot- 
tons, you  are  hereby  directed  to  take  no  official  action  under  and  by 
virtue  of  said  decision  until  the  question  shall  be  judicially  determined. 

You  will  be  duly  advised  when  a  final  decision  is  reached. 
Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(9700/.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Surveyor  of  Customs,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 


800 

(13035.) 
Astrachim  trimmings. 

Treasury  Department,  July  21, 1892. 

Sir  :  An  appeal  baying  been  taken  nnder  the  provisions  of  section 
15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  from  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  XJiiitd 
States  General  Appraisers  at  New  York  on  the  protest  of  B.  P.  Down- 
ing &  po.  (May  25,  1892,  G.  A.  1496),  which  involves  the  question  of 
the  proper  rate  of  duty  on  astrachan  trimmings,  you  are  hereby  di 
rected  to  take  no  official  action  under  and  by  virtue  of  said  decision 
until  the  question  shall  be  judicially  determined. 

You  will  be  duly  advised  when  a  final  decision  is  reached. 

Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSB, 

(9700/.)  Assistant  Secr^ry, 

Collector  of  Customs,  New^  York. 


(13036.) 

Aj^oving  bonds  of  the  Port  Reading  Railroad  Company  as  a  common  mr- 
Her  of  appraised  and  unappraised  merchandise  in  bond. 

Treasury  Department,  Jxdy  21, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  baa  received  your  letter  of  the  8th  instant 
transmitting  the  bonds  in  duplicate  of  the  Port  Reading  Railroad  Com- 
pany as  a  common  carrier  of  appraised  and  unappraised  merchandise 
in  bond.  Said  bonds  are  hereby  approved  and  one  copy  of  each  here- 
with inclosed  to  be  placed  upon  the  files  of  your  office. 

Under  its  bonds  the  company  named  is  authorized  to  transport  ap- 
praised merchandise  in  bond  between  any  places  in  the  United  States 
which  have  been  or  may  be  hereafter  designated  by  law  as  ports  of 
entry  or  delivery,  in  suitable  cars  owned  or  controlled  by  said  company 
and  running  over  such  connecting  lines  of  railroad  as  may  be  necessary 
to  reach  the  port  or  ports  of  destination  named  in  the  entry  and  manifest 
in  each  particular  case. 

Transportation  of  unappraised  merchandise  by  said  company  is  au- 
thorized from  the  port  of  New  York  to  the  ports  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.; 
Buffalo,  N.  Y. ;  Boston,  Mass. ;  Portland,  Me. ;  Cincinnati,  Ohio ;  Cleve- 
land, Ohio;  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Detroit,  Mich. ;  Port  Huron,  Mich.;  Balti- 
more, Md.;  Chicago,  111.;  and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and  to  such  other  port^ 
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38  have  been  or  may  be  hereafter  desigDated  by  law  as  ports  to  which 
such  merchandise  may  be  transported  in  the  following  manner,  viz: 

In  saitable  railroad  cars  or  vessels  owned  or  controlled  by  the  said 
company  and  running  over  all  or  any  of  the  following- named  lines  of 
railroads  or  water  routes,  viz :  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe ;  Bos- 
ton and  Albany ;  Boston  and  Maine ;  Burlington,  Cedar  Bapids  and 
Northern;   Canada  Atlantic;    Central   New   England  and  Western; 
Central  Railroad  of  New  Jersey ;  Chicago  and  Alton ;  Chicago  and 
Erie ;  Chicago  and  Grand  Trunk  ;  Chicago  and  Northwestern ;  Chicago 
and  West  Michigan ;  Chicago,  Burlington  and  Quincy ;  Chicago,  Mil- 
waukee and  St.  Paul ;  Chicago,  Bock  Island  and  Pacific ;  Chicago,  St. 
Paul  and  Kansas  City ;  Cincinnati  and  Dayton ;  Cincinnati,  Hamilton 
and  Dayton;  Cincinnati, New  Orleans  and  Texas  Pacific;  Cleveland 
and  Canton;  Cleveland,  Akron  and  Columbus;  Cleveland, Cincinnati, 
Chicago  and  St.  Louis ;  Cleveland,  Lorain  and  Wheeling ;  Columbus, 
Hocking  Valley  and  Toledo;  Concord,  Dayton,  Port  Wayne  and  Chi- 
cago ;   Delaware  and  Hudson ;  Delaware,  Lackawanna  and  Western ; 
Detroit,  Grand  Haven  and  Milwaukee ;  Detroit,  Lansing  and  North- 
ern;   Dnnkirk,  Allegheny  Valley  and  Pittsburg;    East   Tennessee, 
Virginia  and G^eorgia System ;  Elmira.  Cortland  and  Northern;  Evans- 
ville  and  Terr©  Haute ;  Fall  Brook  Coal  Company's  Bailways ;  Flint 
and  Pere  Marquette ;  Fitchburg ;  Grand  Bapids  and  Indiana ;  Grand 
Trunk;   Hoosatonic;   Illinois  Central;  Indiana;   Illinois  and   Iowa; 
Iowa  Central;  Jacksonville  Southeastern  Line;  Jeffersonville,  Madi- 
son and  IndianaxK)lis ;  Joliet,  Aurora  and  Northern ;  Lake  Shore  and 
Michigan  Southern ;  Lehigh  Valley  ;  Louisville  and  Nashville  ;  Louis- 
ville,  New  Albany  and  Chicago ;  Louisville,  St.  Louis  and  Texas ; 
Maine  Central:  Michigan  Central;    New  York  and  New  England; 
New  York  Central  and  Hudson  Biver ;   New  York,  Chicago  and  St. 
Louis ;  New  York,  Lake  Erie  and  Western ;  New  York,  New  Haven 
and  Hartford;  New  York,  Pennsylvania  and  Ohio:   Newport  News 
and  Mississippi  Valley  ;  Ohio  and  Mississippi ;  Ohio  and  Northwestern ; 
Ohio  Southern  ;  Old  Colony ;   Pennsylvania,  Poughkeepsie  and  Bos- 
ton ;  Peoria,  Decatur  and  Evansville ;  Pontiac,  Oxford  and  Northern ; 
Richmond  and  Danville  System ;   Bock  Island  and  Peoria ;   Borne, 
Watertown  and  Ogdensburg ;  St.  Louis,  Alton  and  Springfield  ;   St. 
Louis,  Alton  and  Terre  Haute ;  Sciota  Valley ;  Terra  Haute  and  Peo- 
ria; Toledo  and  Ohio  Central ;  Toledo,  Ann  Arbor  and  North  Mich- 
igan ;  Toledo,  Columbus  and  Cincinnati  ;    Toledo,    Peoria  Western 
Toledo,  Saginaw  and  Muskegon ;  Toledo,  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City 
Union  Pacific;  Valley  ;  Vandalia  Line ;  Wabash ;  Western  Maryland 
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Western  New  York  and  Pennsylvania;  West  Shore;  Wheeling  and 
Lake  Erie ;  Williamsport  and  North  Branch ;  Wisconsin  Central 
Lines;  Anchor  Line;  Lackawanna  Green  Bay  Line;  Lackawanna 
Transportation  Company  ;  Lake  Erie  Transportation  Company;  Lake 
Superior  Transportation  Company;  Lehigh  Valley  Transportation 
Company ;  Northern  Steamship  Company ;  Port  Huron,  Sarnia  and 
Duluth  Line;  Toledo, St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City  Boat  Line;  Union 
Steamboat  Company ;  Ward's  Lines;  Western  Transit  Company, and 
such  other  railroads  or  water  routes  as  may  be  hereafter  specially  au- 
thorized and  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury :  Provide. 
That  in  all  cases  where  other  railroads  or  water  routes  are  so  authorized 
and  designated  the  written  consent  thereto  of  the  sureties  hereto  shall 
first  be  filed  with  said  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  In  every  instance 
where  other  cars  or  vessels  than  those  owned  by  the  said  company  are 
used  they  shall  be  distinctly  marked  **The  Port  Reading  Railroad 
Company." 

Respectfully  yours,  L.  CROUNSB, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


fl3037.) 

Making  of  entries  of  imported  goods  by  corporations  through  povoers  of  at- 
torney. 

Treasury  Department,  July  23,  1892. 
Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant, 
further  in  the  matter  of  the  acceptance  of  powers  of  attorney  of  incor 
porated  companies,  and  stating  that  it  is  the  practice  at  your  port  since 
the  Department's  decision  of  August  31,  1888  (Synopsis  9001),  to  per- 
mit an  officer  of  a  corporation  to  make  an  entry  and  execute  bonds 
without  the  filing  of  any  documentary  evidence  where  it  apx)ears  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  collector  that  it  is  the  proper  officer  of  the  corponi- 
tion  who  desires  to  act  in  the  matter. 

By  reference  to  said  decision,  you  will -observe  that  it  relates  only  to 
the  making  of  entries,  and  the  Department  is  of  the  opinion  that  in  the 
execution  of  the  bonds  the  regulations  contained  in  article  994,  Cas 
toms  Regulations,  1892,  should  be  complied  with. 
You  will,  therefore,  hereafter  please  be  governed  accordingly. 
Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 
(153  g. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 
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(13038.) 

Circular. — F)iblic  accounts  and  disbursing  officers^  balances. 

Treast^ry  Department,  Julp  25,  1892. 
To  Disbursing  Officers  and  others: 

Department  Circular  No.  79,  of  date  May  25, 1892,  is  hereby  modified 
to  read  as  follows : 

In  order  that  the  public  accounts  pertaining  to  the  service  of  each 
fiscal  year  may  be  adjusted  and  closed  in  accordance  with  the  provi 
sions  of  section  250  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  that  advances  to  dis- 
bursing officers  be  limited  to  the  actual  requirements  of  the  service- 
disbursing  officers  of  the  (Government  are  hereby'  instructed  as  follows : 

1.  To  cover  into  the  Treasury  within  thirty  days  after  the  close  of 
each  fiscal  year  all  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations  standing  to 
their  credit  pertaining  to  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  immediately 
preceding,  and  to  make  supplemental  requisitions,  from  time  to  time 
as  occasion  may  require,  for  such  sums  as  may  be  thereafter  needed  to 
pay  claims  coming  under  such  appropriations  of  the  preceding  fiscal 
year. 

2.  To  check,  on  and  after  July  1,  1892,  against  any  balances  stand- 
ing to  their  official  credit  in  payment  of  public  dues  without  regard  to 
appropiiations,  due  regard  being  had  to  the  .provisions  of  sections  3678 
and  3679  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  both  in  making  requisitions  and  in 
the  rendition  of  their  accounts  under  the  respective  appropriations  to 
which  the  disbursements  properly  belong.  In  the  settlement  of  such 
accounts  the  accounting  officers  will  see  that  the  appropriations  in- 
volved are  properly  adjusted. 

3.  To  make  requisitions  for  such  funds  only  as  may  be  necessary  for 

the  prompt  fulfillment  of  public  engagements  as  the  same  may  arise 

from  month  to  month. 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

I Secretary. 

(13039.) 

Free  entry  of  articles  for  use  in  houses  of  Algeiiyie  and  Tunisian  vilhge  at 

the  WorWs  Fair. 

Treasury  Department,  July  26,  1892. 
Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  M.  A.  Sifico  to 
Hon.  Geo.  R.  Davis,  Director-General  of  the  World's  Columbian  Expo 
sition,  in  relation  to  certain  building  materials,  furniture,  decorations.. 
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etc.,  for  use  on  and  in  the  buildings  which  he  purposes  to  erect  on  the 
concession  granted  to  him  on  the  Midway  Plaisance,  for  an  Algerian 
and  Tunisian  village. 

The  articles  designated  by  the  writer  consist  of  ornamental  tiles  for 
exterior  and  interior  walls ;  embroidered  stu£fi9,  carpets,  and  hangings ; 
lanterns  of  carved  and  hammered  metal ;  trophies  of  arms  ;  carved  and 
sculptured  wood  for  awnings,  and  other  decorative  constructions ;  pot- 
tery, including  all  sorts  of  jars,  placques,  and  vases,  etc.;  woven  goods 
for  tents,  etc. ;  mirrors  and  pictures  and  carved  frames  for  ftimiture, 
including  show  cases,  etageres,  benches,  chairs,  table  furniture,  etc; 
instruments  of  music,  costumes,  and  other  articles  proper  and  neces- 
sary to  the  complete  presentation  of  Algerian  and  Tunisian  buildings. 

If,  as  stated,  the  village  is  to  be  thrown  open  to  the  public  without 
charge,  the  Department  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  articles  imported  for 
its  construction  and  decoration  would  constitute  an  exhibit,  and  would 
be  entitled  to  the  same  privileges  and  subject  to  the  same  restrictions 
as  other  articles  imported  for  exhibition,  and  that  entry,  supervision, 
and  control  thereof  should  be  governed  by  the  regulations  of  Novem- 
ber 5,  1892. 

Respectfully  ypurs, 

L.  CROUNSB, 

(6514/.)  Assistant  Secr^ary. 

CJOLLECTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  ChicOffO,  lU. 


(13040.) 

Examination  of  machinery. 

Treasury  Department,  July  27,  1892, 
Sir  :  I  have  duly  considered  your  letter  of  the  22d  instant-,  and  the 
letter  of  Collector  Taylor  therein  inclosed,  regaining  the  circular  of 
this  Department  of  July  2,  1892,  prescribing  certain  rules  for  the  ex- 
amination of  machinery.  I  am  unable  to  see  how  the  circular  in  ques- 
tion imposes  any  hardship  upon  importers  of  machinery.  Its  design 
is  simply  to  protect  the  revenue,  and  it  does  not  forbid  the  examination 
of  machinery  as  heretofore  at  the  mills  of  the  owners,  but  does  require 
that  in  such  cases  packages  shall  be  secured  by  Government  seals  and 
not  opened  except  in  the  presence  of  customs  officers.  This  is  the  rale 
in  regard  to  the  examination  of  all  merchandise,  and  wh6n  so  much  is 
conceded  for  the  convenience  of  the  owners,  it  is  believed  that  there 
can  be  no  reasonable  objection  to  such  a  rule. 
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It  is  understood  that  the  former  practice,  which  the  collector  at  New 
Bedford  desires  to  have  restored,  permitted  the  merchandise  to  go 
directly  to  the  mills,  to  be  there  unpacked  and  set  up  bf  the  importers, 
who  then  gave  notice  to  the  appraiser  at  Boston  or  New  York,  as  the 
case  might  be,  that  the  merchandise  was  ready  for  examination.  The 
appraising  officers  under  this  estrangement  were  unable  to  verify  the 
articles  described  in  the  invoices  as  those  which  had  been  actually  im- 
ported, and  it  was  to  correct  this  loose  practice  that  these  regulations 
were  issued. 

There  is  no  objection  to  the  entry  of  such  merchandise  for  warehouse 
and  transportation,  the  examination  to  be  made  at  the  port  of  destina- 
tion, and  in  such  cases,  if  the  machinery  is  located  at  Fall  River  or 
New  Bedford,  it  will  depend  upon  the  collectoi-s  at  those  ports  whether 
or  not  the  examination  is  made  promptly,  so  as  to  avoid  the  delays  of 
which  the  collector  in  his  letter  complains. 

When  machinery  is  so  entered  for  warehouse  and  transportation  in 
bond,  the  deposit  of  double  the  estimated  duties  specified  by  the  De- 
partment's circular  of  the  2d  instant  will  not  be  required. 

Respectfully  yours, 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

(1205^.)  8ecretat*y. 

Hon.  Charles  S.  Randall, 

TJ.  8,  House  of  Representatives. 


(13041.) 

OireUlar. — Metric  notation  in  invoices  of  merchandise  from  France, 

Tbeasuby  Department,  JtUy  29,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs:  ^ 

The  Department  having  been  advised  by  the  United  States  consul 
at  Lyons  and  the  United  States  consul-general  at  Paris  that  the  aune 
measurement  is  used  in  France  only  in  invoicing  goods  consigned  to 
the  United  States ;  that  the  meter  is  the  legal  standard  of  measurement 
iu  that  country,  and  is  used  in  all  commercial  transactions,  any  sales 
effected  otherwise  than  by  the  metric  system  not  being  recognized, 
aod  being  considered  illegal,  and  as  the  use  of  the  aune  system  of 
measurement  is  illegal  and  tends  to  facilitate  frauds  upon  the  revenue, 
while  the  use  of  the  metric  system  would  simplify  business  and  mate- 
rially aid  the  intelligent  comparison  of  invoices  and  invoice  prices,  the 
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Secretary  of  State  was  requested,  under  date  of  the  16th  instant,  to  in- 
struct our  consular  officers  in  France  to  refuse  to  certify  invoicsee  from 
and  after  the  1st  day  of  September  next  unless  the  merchandise  is 
invoiced  in  accordance  with  the  metric  system. 

In  view  of  the  facts  above  stated,  and  of  the  requirement  of  section 
2837,  Eevised  Statutes,  that  all  invoices  shall  be  made  out  in  the  weight 
or  measure  of  the  country  or  place  from  which  the  importation  is  made, 
■  you  are  instructed  to  refuse  to  accept  consular  invoices  in  which  the 
goods  are  measured  in  aunes  instead  of  in  meters  for  all  shipments 
made  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of  September  next. 

L.  CEOUNSB, 

Assistant  Secretary, 

(13042.) 
Marking  hair  brushes  under  section  6  of  the  act  of  Oci4>ber  1, 1890. 

Treasury  Department,  July  29,  1892. 
Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  26th  instant,  I  have  to  state  that 
if  thc'hair  brushes  which  are  the  subject  of  the  application  of  Messrs- 
George  Borgfeldt  &  Co.  are  of  the  character  which  are  usually  or  ordi- 
narily marked  in  the  country  of  production,  the  same  would  require 
to  be  marked  with  the  name  of  the  country  of  origin,  under  section  6 
of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  sample 
forwarded  by  you  bears  no  marks  whatever.  Because  some  hair  brushes 
are  marked  abroad  it  does  not  follow  that  all  hair  brushes  fall  within 
the  category  of  goods  **  which  are  usually  or  ordinarily  marked/'  and 
vice  versa,  because  some  are  not  marked,  it  does  not  follow  that  all  are 
exempted  from  the  requirement  of  marking  with  the  name  of  the  coun- 
try of  origin,  the  rule  being  that  the  class  of  goods  which  are  usually 
marked  shall  bear  the  name  of  the  country  of  origin,  and  the  class  of 
goods  which  are  not  marked  need  not  bear  such  name. 

Respectfully  yours, 

A.  B.  NETTLETON, 

(5631/.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  op  Customs,  Few  York. 

(13043. ) 
'^  Holsteinschen  Elbmarschen  Stud  Book  of  Germany,^ ^ 

Treasury  Department,  July  29,  1892. 
Sir:  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of   Agriculture, 
made  in  accordance  with  the  act  of  July  5,  1892,  which  prescribes  that 

\ 
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he  '*  shall  determine  and  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  what 

are  reeoguized  breeds  and  pure-bred  animals  under  the  provisions  of 

paragraph  482  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,"  the  name  of  the  **HoI- 

steins^ihen  Elbmarschen  Stud  Book  of  Germany''  is  added  to  the  list 

of  foreign  books  given  in  Department's  circular  of  May  2,  1892,  No. 

66  (S,  12734). 

E^spect fully  yours, 

L.  CROUN8E, 

(6842/. )  A  ssutant  Secretary. 

CoLLEcrroK  of  Customs,  New  York, 


(13044.) 

Circular. — To  enforce  reciprocal  commercial  relations  between  the  United 

States  and  Canada,  etc. 

Tkeasury  Department, 

Bureau  of  Nanigaiion, 
Washington,  D.  C,  July  29,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs  and  others: 

Your  attention  is  invited  to  the  following  act  of  Congress  approved 
July  26,  1892  : 

[Public— No.  154.] 

AN  ACT  to  enforce  reciprocal  commercial  relations  between  the  United  State*  and 

Canada,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled.  That,  with  a  view  of  securing 
reciprocal  advantages  for  the  citizens,  ports,  and  vessels  of  the  United 
States,  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  August,  eighteen  hundred  and 
ninety-two,  whenever  and  so  often  as  the  President  shall  be  satisfied 
that  the  passage  through  any  canal  or  lock  connected  with  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Saint  Lawrence  Eiver,  the  Great  Lakes,  or  the  water  ways 
connecting  the  same,  of  any  vessels  of  the  United  States,  or  of  cargoes 
or  passengers  in  transit  to  any  port  of  the  United  States,  is  prohibited 
or  is  made  difficult  or  burdensome  by  the  imposition  of  tolls  or  other- 
vise  which,  in  view  of  the  free  passage  through  the  Saint  Marys  Falls 
Canal,  now  permitted  to  vessels  of  all  nations,  he  shall  deem  to  be  re- 
ciprocally unjust  and  unreasonable,  he  shall  have  the  power,  and  it  shall 
be  hLs  duty,  to  suspend,  by  proclamation  to  that  eifect,  for  such  time 
and  to  such  extent  (including  absolute  prohibition)  as  he  shall  deem  just, 
the  right  of  free  pasj^age  through  the  Saint  Marys  Falls  Canal,  so  far 
as  it  relates  to  vessels  owned  by  the  subjects  of  the  government  so  dis 
criminating  against  the  citizens,  ports,  or  vessels  of  the  United  States, 
or  to  any  cargoes,  portions  of  cargoes,  or  passengers  in  transit  to  the 
ports  of  the  government  making  such  discrimination,  whether  carried 
in  vessels  of  the  United  States  or  of  other  nations. 

5^ 
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In  such  case  and  during  such  suspension  tolls  shall  be  levied,  collected, 
and  paid  as  follows,  to  wit :  Upon  freight  of  whatev^er  kind  or  de- 
scription, not  to  exceed  two  dollars  per  ton  ;  upon  paussengera,  not  to 
exceed  five  dollars  each,  as  shall  be  from  time  to  time  determined  by 
the  President :  Provided^  That  no  tolls  shall  be  charged  or  collected 
upon  freight  or  passengers  carried  to  and  landed  at  Ogdensburp:,  or  any 
port  west  of  Ogdensburg,  and  south  of  a  line  drawn  from  the  northern 
boundary  of  the  State  of  New  York  through  the  Saint  Lawrence  River, 
the  Great  Lakes,  and  their  connecting  channels  to  the  northern  boundary 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Sec.  2.  All  tolls  so  charged  shall  be  collected  under  such  regulations 
9&  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  may  re- 
quire the  master  of  each  vessel  to  furnish  a  sworn  statement  of  the 
amount  and  kind  of  cargo  and  the  number  of  passengers  carried  and 
the  destination  of  the  same,  and  such  proof  of  the  actual  deliverj-  of 
such  cargo  or  passengers  at  some  port  or  place  within  the  limits  above 
named  as  he  shall  deem  satisfactory  ;  and  until  such  proof  is  furnished 
such  freight  and  passengers  may  be  considered  to  have  been  landed  at 
some  port  or  place  outside  of  those  limits,  and  the  amount  of  tolls 
which  would  have  accrued  if  they  had  been  so  delivered  shall  consti- 
tute a  lien,  which  may  be  enforced  against  the  ves^l  in  default  wherever 
and  whenever  found  in  the  waters  of  the  United  States. 

E.  C.  O'BRIEN, 

Approved :  Commissioner, 

Chabi.es  Foster, 

Secretary, 


(lSi)4.5,) 
Prohibition  of  the  iviportatioii  of  rags  from  France. 

Treasury  Department,  July  30,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  having  been  advised  by  the  Supervising  Sur- 
geon General  of  the  Marine- Hospital  Service  that  the  local  govern- 
ment board  of  Great  Britain  has  issued  a  general  order  prohibiting  the 
importation  into  that  country  of  rags  from  France,  on  account  of  the  ex- 
istence of  an  infectious  disease,  alleged  to  be  cholera,  and  that  as  a  re 
suit  of  this  action  such  rags  will  probably  be  shipped  to  this  country, 
you  are  directed  to  refuse  to  allow  the  entry  of  rags  from  France  uutii 
special  authority  therefor  is  received  from  the  Department,  and  to  issue 
the  necessary  orders  to  the  proper  officers  of  your  district. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

A.  B.  NETTLETON, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 
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(13046.) 
Paper  umbrellas — G,  A,  1568  suspended. 

Treasury  Department,  JtUy  30,  1892. 

Sir  :  An  appeal  haviug  been  taken  under  the  provisions  of  section 
15  of  the  aot  of  June  10, 189U,  from  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United 
States  General  Appraisers  at  New  York  on  the  protest  of  A.  A.  Van- 
tine  &  Co.,  June  28,  1892  (G.  A.  1568),  which  involves  the  question  of 
the  proper  rate  of  duty  on  umbrellas  (paper),  you  are  hereby  directed 
to  take  no  official  action  under  and  by  virtue  of  said  decision  until  the 
question  shall  be  judicially  determined. 

You  will  be  duly  advised  when  a  final  decision  is  reached. 

Eespectfnlly  yours, 

A.  B.  NBTTLETON, 

(9700/. )  Aasis  ant  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Baltimore,  Md. 


(13047.) 

Oireular. — Classificaiion  of  coal-tar  products. 

Treasury  Department,  July  30,  1892. 
To  GoUectof-s  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

It  having  been  represented  to  the  Department  that  the  practice  at 
the  several  i>orts  in  classifying  coal-tar  products  is  not  uniform,  collec- 
tors at  ports  other  than  New  York  where  said  products  are  entered  are 
directed  to  forward  samples  of  all  such  chemical  compounds  to  Dr. 
Sherer,  chemist  in  charge  United  States  laboratory  at  the  New  York 
custom-house,  for  advice  as  to  the  character  and  proper  classification 

of  sQch  prodacts. 

A.  B.  NETTLETON, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(13048.) 

Circular. — Licenses  for  yachts. 

Treasury  Department, 

Bureau  of  Navigation, 
Washingtofi,  D.  C.,July  30,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs  and  others: 

On  and  after  January  1, 1893,  licenses  for  yachts  will  have  inserted 
I  therein  a  statement  of  the  length,  breadth,  apd  depth  ;  the  gross  ton- 
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nage ;  deductions  under  section  4153,  E.  S.,  as  amended  by  the  act  of 

August  5,  1882,  and  a  citation  of  the  last  document. 

Forms  will  be  supplied  on  requisition  in  the  usual  manner.     The 

existing  blanks  (Cat.  No.  544)  on  hand  at  that  time  should  be  destroyed, 

and  requisition  for  new  blanks  be  made. 

E.  C.  O'BRIEN, 

Comiliissioner, 
Approved : 

Charles  Foster, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


(13049.— G.  A.  1554.) 
Skirted  wool. 


Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  20,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteet,  229540^-3381,  of  Wood  Bros.  &Co.,  a^rainst  the  decision  of  the  collected 
of  customs  at  New  York  sm  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  -vvool,  im* 
ported  per  Bhattia^  December  12, 1891. 

opinion  hy  Lunt,  G^rieroZ  AppraUer. 

(1)  We  find  as  fiacts,  that  Wood  Bros.  &  Co.  imported  into  tbe  Port 
of  New  York,  per  steamer  Rfiaetia,  December  12,  1891,  certain  wool, 
upon  which  the  double  duty  of  64  per,  cent,  ad  valorem  was  iiui>osed. 
by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  383  and  385,  N.  T. 

(2)  We  further  find  that  said  merchandise  was  wool  of  tlie  third 
class,  valued,  including  charges,  at  less  than  13  ceats  per  pound,  and 
was  not  sorted  wool,  or  wool  from  which  a  portion  of  the  fleeces  had 
been  rejected  to  increase  the  value  of  the  remainder  thereof,  but  wiis 
wool  of  the  kind  known  as  skirted  wool  as  imported  at  the  time  of  th^ 
passage  of  the  present  tariff  act. 

The  importers  claim  that  the  same  was  dutiable  at  32  per  cent.  a«l 
valorem,  as  wool  of  the  third  class  valued  at  less  than  13  eentisi  pei 
pound,  dutiable  under  paragraph  385,  N.  T. 

In  accordance  with  our  findings  of  fact,  wo  hold  that  the  claim  is 
well  founded,  and  the  protest  is  sustained. 


(13050.— G.  A.  1555.) 
Currency  values  to  be  taken  at  time  of  eniry  and  not  of  shipment. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  j^ew  York,  June  21,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22452  a.  of  Wood  &  Payson,  against  the  decision  of  the  cone<^or  o^ 
cuatoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  wool  iro 
ported  per  Buffalo,  January  8,  1892. 

^  opinion  by  Shareetts,  Gfneral  Appraiser. 

[Withheld  for  review  by  courts.] 
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(13051.— 'G.  A.  1556.) 
Free  coverings  for  free  goods — Bugs  containing  ore, 
Befoi-e  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  Jtine  22, 1892, 

In  the  maiter  of  the  protests.  135526, 144496.  and  141906,'  of  James  J.  Haynes,  SHrainst  the  decision 
of  the  oollector  of  customs  at  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charge- 
able on  certain  ba«s  containing  ore,  imported  per  Mexican  National  Railroad,  February  1$, 
March  8  and  12, 1892. 

Opifflon  by  Shabbbttb,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  That  the  goods  covered  by  protests  are  bags  containing  gold  and 
silver  ore. 

(2)  The  bags  are  of  English  manufacture,  of  the  kind  usually  em- 
ployed aiS  coverings  for  the  high-grade  ore  contained  therein,  and  are 
necessary  for  the  safe  transportation  thereof. 

(3)  They  contain  merchandise  entitled  to  free  entry. 

(4)  They  are  fit  for  general  use  after  serving  as  coverings  for  Jheir 
contents. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  bags  at  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  374,  N".  T.  The  appellant  claims  they  are  entitled  to  free 
entry  as  osual  coverings  for  free  goods. 

The  Board,  in  G.  A.  970,  decided  that  foreign  bags  made  of  burlaps 
containing  muriate  of  potash  were  entitled  to  free  entry. 

Applying  the  principles  enunciated  in  that  case  to  the  present  one, 
we  hold  the  claim  of  the  appellant  is  well  founded,  and  sustain  the 
protests. 

(13052.— G.  A.  1557.) 
Bibulous  paper  and  filtering  paper. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  22,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  108096-1481,  of  S.  S.  White  Oental  Manufacturing  Company,  agains 
the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties 
chargeable  on  certain  bibulous  paper  and  paper  filters,  imported  per  Lord  CUve,  January  16, 1891 . 

Opinion  by  Sharretts.  Oener€U  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  bibulous  paper  and  filtering 
paper,  imported  hf  the  White  Dental  Manufacturing  Companj^,  of 
Philadelphia.  The  bibulous  paper  was  imported,  and  is  chiefly  used, 
for  dental  purposes.  It  is  not  commercially  known  as  tissue  paper, 
and  diffei-s  therefrom  in  material,  quality,  texture,  and  the  use  to 
which  it  is  to  be  applied.  Concerning  this  portion  of  the  merchandise, 
the  appraiser  at  the  port  of  entry  says  the  bibulous  paper  ''was  im- 
properly returned  for  duty,  the  same  not  being  tissue  paper,  as  will  be 
seen  by  the  sample  of  the  merchandise  inclosed  herewith,  but  is  a  paper 
not  specially  named  in  the  tariff.^' 
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The  Board  has  heretofore  decided  that  paper  like  the  bibulous  paper 
in  question  is  dutiable  at  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 
422,  N.  T. 

Applying  the  evidence  taken  in  previous  cases  tb  the  present  one,  we 
sustain  the  protest  as  to  this  portion  of  the  merchandise. 

Eegarding  the  filtering  paper,  claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  duti- 
able as  manufactures  of  paper,  we  find  as  facts  relative  thereto : 

(1)  It  is  filtering  paper. 

(2)  The  paper  has  not  been  made  into  completed  filters  by  creasing 
and  other  necessary  processes,  but  is  merely  cut  into  circular-sliaped 
sheets,  32  inches  in  diameter. 

We  accordingly  overrule  the  protest  as  to  this  portion  of  the  mer- 
chandisCy  and  affirm  the  collector's  action  in  assessing  duty  on  the  same 
at  8  cents  per  poimd  and,  in  addition  thereto,  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  419,  N.  T. 


(13053.— G.  A.  1558.) 

4 

Boxes  of  water-color  paints. 


Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraiser  at  New  York,  June  22,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  12474&-2780,  of  G.  A.  Schwarz,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  <^ 
customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  a|mount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  boxe» 
containing  paints  and  colors,  im|*orted  per  Switxerland,  March  28,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrktts,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  331  dozen  boxes  of  water- 
color  paints,  valued  at  j^rices  varying  from  about*  10  cents  to  $1.75  per 
box.  The  interior  of  the  boxes  is  fitted  up  with  partitions  in  which 
are  separate  colors,  brushes,  and  dishes. 

The  appraiser  reports  the  articles  are  entireties  and  that  wood  con- 
stitutes the  component  material  of  chief  value  thereof. 

The  collector  classified  the  merchandise  as  manufactures  of  wood, 
and  assessed  duty  thereon  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem  under  paragraph 
230,  N.  T.  The  appellant  claims  that  the  paints  are  dutiable  at  25  or 
30  per  cent,  ad  valorem  and  that  the  boxes  are  the  usual  coverings  for 
the  paints,  and  therefore  dutiable  at  the  same  rate. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  the  claim  of  the  appellant  is  well 
founded.  The  leading  feature  of  the  merchandise  is  the  paints:  the 
boxes  are  merely  the  vehicles  for  holding  or  transi)orting  the  same. 

The  brushes  and  dishes,  if  of  any  significant  value,  should  have  been 
valued  by  the  appraiser  and  assessed  with  duty  at  the  respective  rates 
applicable  thereto. 
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We  are  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  the  value  of  brushes  and  dishes 
alone  is  so  insignificant  that  no  appreciable  difference  in  the  amount  of 
duty  collected  would- result  in  assessing  duty  upon  these  articles  at  other 
than  the  rate  applicable  to  the  paints. 

We  make  the  following  finding  of  facts : 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  commercially  known  as  artists'  water-color 
paints  in  boxes.  / 

(2)  The  box^  are  the  usual  coverings  for  the  paints  contained 
therein. 

We  accordingly  hold  the  paints  are  dutiable  at  30  per  cent,  a<f  valorem, 
under  paragraph  61,  N.  T.,  and  the  boxes  at  the  same  rate,  in  accor- 
dance with  section  19,  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

The  protest  is  sustiained. 


(13054.— G.  A.  1559.) 

Albums  (manufactMres  of  paper) — Act  of  1883. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  22, 1892. 

Is  the  matter  of  proteste,  5190  a,  etc.,  of  Liebenroth.  Von  A  mo  &.  Co.  et  ai.,  againtt  the  decision 
of  the  coUector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate -and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  albums,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Somervill£,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  covered  by  the  protests  in  these  cases 
consists  of  albums  made  in  part  of  paper  and  in  part  of  leather,  and 
that  they  were  imported  at  the  several  dates  specified  in  the  protests, 
while  the  tariff  act  of  March  3,  1883,  was  in  force. 

We  further  find  that  paper  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value 
in  said  albums  contained  in  each  of  the  importations. 

Under  the  recent  ruling  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
in  the  case  of  Liebenroth  vs.  Eobertson,  12  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.,  607,  we 
suHtaiii  the  contention  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  15  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  388  of  the  tariff  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  and  under  the  provisions  of  section  2499  of  the  United  States 
Revised  Statutes. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  in  each  case  is  revei^ed,  and  he  is  in- 
structed to  reliquidate  the  entries  accordingly. 
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(iao55.— G.  A.  ir>r)0.) 

WithdraioaU  from  rewarehoufte — Dutiable  iceight  of. 
Before  the  U.  9.  General  A])praisers  at  Xew  York.  June  22, 1S92. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest^  117036,  etc.,  of  Emery,  Bemis  Ae  Co.  ei  al.,  afir^inst  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  oustomi  at  Boston  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  weijdil 
of  tobacco,  imported  p^  vessels  and  at  dates  named  in  schedule  annexed. 

'  Opinion  by  Soxerville,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

These  cases  all  arise  under  section  50  of  the  u^w  tariff  act  of  October 
1,  1890,  ajid  involve  a  construction  of  the  liist  proviso  of  this  section  in 
its  application  to  the  dutiable  weight  of  tobacco  withdrawn  from  bonded 
warehouse  for  consumption. 

The  section  reads  as  follows : 

Sec.  50.  That  on  and  after  the  day  when  this  act  shall  go  into 
eflfect  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  pre\'iously  imported,  for  which 
no  entry  has  been  made,  and  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  pre 
viously  entered  without  payment  of  duty  and  under  bond  for  ware- 
housing, transportation,  or  any  other  purpose,  for  which  no  permit  of 
delivery  to  the  importer  or  his  agent  hjuj  been  issued,  shall  be  subjected 
to  no  other  duty  upon  the  entry  or  the  withdrawal  thereof  than  if  the 
same  were  imported  respectively  after  that  day :  Provided^  That  any 
imported  merchandise  deposited  in  bond  in  any  public  or  private 
bonded  warehouse  having  been  so  deposited  prior  to  the  first  day  of 
October,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  may  be  withdrawn  for  con- 
sumption at  any  time  prior  to  February  first,  eighteen  hundred  and 
ninety-one,  upon  the  payment- of  duties  at  the  rates  in  force  prior  to 
the  passage  of  this  act :  Provided  further,  That  when  duties  are  based 
upon  the  weight  of  merchandise  deposited  in  any  public  or  private 
bonded  warehouse  said  duties  shall  be  levied  and  collected  upon  the 
weight  of  such  merchandise  at  the  time  of  its  withdrawal. 

The  importers  contend  that  the  tobacco  is  dutiable  on  its  weight  a^ 
ascertained  at  the  time  of  actual  withdrawal  from  bonded  warehouse 
at  Boston,  the  port  of  final  destination,  and  not  on  the  weight  asa> 
certained  at  the  time  of  withdrawal  from  bonded  warehouse  at  Ne^^ 
York  for  transportation  to  the  bonded  warehouse  at  Boston.  In  other 
words,  that  the  phrase  in  the  Ijist  proviso  of  said  section  50,  which  pn* 
vides  that  •*  duties  shall  be  levied  and  collecte<l  upon  the  weight  of 
such  merchandise  at  the  timf  of  its  withdrawaV^  means  at  the  tinuMif 
its  withdrawal  for  consumption  at  the  final  port  of  destination,  and 
not  it«  withdrawal  under  bond  at  the  port  of  arrival  for  ti-ansportation 
and  rewarehousing  at  Boston. 

The  facts  of  the  case,  so  far  as  they  are  pertinent  to  the  issue  raised, 
we  find  to  be  as  follows  : 

1.  The  merchandise  in  question,  which  is  tobacco,  was  imported  into 
the  port  of  Xew  York,  at  the  dates  respectively  stated  iu  the  several 
reports  of  the  collector  and  other  papers,  and  was  entered  in  bond  and 
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brought  into  the  port  of  Boston  under  transportation  entries,  as  pre- 
scribed in  article  724,  Customs  Regulations  (1884),  under  Form  144. 

2.  Said  merchandise  was  rewarehoused  by  being  actually  deposited 
in  bonded  warehouse  at  Boston,  under  the  provisions  of  article  738 
(Form  15:5)  of  said  Eegulations. 

3.  It  was  withdrawn  for  consumption  from  bonded  warehouse  in  the 
quantities  and  at  the  date«  respectively  stated  by  the  collector;  and 
the  duties  paid  under  protest  on  the  basis  of  the  weights  as  ascertained 
at  Xew  York. 

The  Board  has  decided,  where  merchandise  was  not  actually  de- 
pasited  in  bonded  warehouse,  but  only  entered  for  warehousing  con- 
structively  for  transportation,  that  the  dutiable  weight  was  that  ascer- 
tained at  the  firet  port  of  arrival  and  not  that  ascertained  at  the  in- 
terior or  final  port  of  destination.     (Decision  G.  A.  1156.) 

So  in  our  decision  G.  A.  450,  which  w}is  aflftrmed  by  Judge  Lacombe 
on  appeal  to  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  southern  district  of 
New  York  on  June  17, 1891  (Synopsis  11445),  we  construed  the  proviso 
ander  consideration  to  require  that  the  duties  on  tobacco  imported 
December  16,  1889,  and  withdrawn  from  bonded  warehouse  prior  to 
February  1,  1891,  should  be  levied  upon  the  weights  as  ascertained  at 
the  time  of  withdrawal  for  consumption,  and  not  on  the  weights  as 
returned  by  the  United  States  weigher  at  the  time  of  importation.  In 
that  case,  however,  the  port  of  withdrawal  was  the  same  as  that  of  ar- 
rival of  the  merchandise. ' 

The  rule  adopted  by  the  Treasury  Department  (as  recently  announced 
in  Synopsis  12474,  March  7,  1^92)  is  that  ''no  reweighing  can  be  had 
upon  a  withdrawal  from  rewarehouse,  it  being  held  that  the  right  to 
the  weighing  of  the  merchandise  is  exhaiLsted  by  the  first  withdrawal.'- 
(See  also  Synopsis  11495.) 

We  are  unable  to  concur'  in  this  (construction  of  the  statute.  The 
'* withdrawal'-  specified  in  the  last  proviso  of  said  section  50,  in  our 
opinion,  has  reference  to  a  withdrawal  of  merchandise  for  consumption, 
when  the  duties  are  usually  paid.  The  first  proviso  of  the  same  sec- 
tion, in  fixing  the  rate  of  duty  to  be  paid  on  merchandise  deposited  in 
bonded  warehouse  prior  to  October  1,  1890.  and  withdrawn  prior  to 
February  1,  1891,  says,  in  so  many  words,  ^'maj'  be  withdrawn /or 
consumption,'-  etc.  The  repetition  of  the  word  *' withdrawal"  in  the 
second  proviso  must  be  presumed  to  import  the  same  kind  of  ^*  with- 
drawal" as  that  specified  in  the  previous  sentence  of  the  same  section. 
This  is  rendered  more  apparent  by  section  3000  of  the  U.  S.  Revised 
Siatut^  which  provides  for  a  withdrawal  **  under  bond,  without  the 
payment  of  duties"  for  transportation  to  another  collection  district 
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than  that  of  import<ition :  and  section  20  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 
which  provides  that  '*any  merchandise  deposited  in  any  i)ublic  or 
private  bonded  warehouse  may  be  withdrawn  for  consumption  within 
three  years  from  the  date  of  original  importation  on  payment  of  the 
duties  and  charges  to  which  it  may  be  subject  by  law  at  the  time  of 
such  withdrawal.''  These  statutes  are  in^pari  mate)^,  aftd  are  to  be 
construed  together  as  bearing  on  the  same  subject-matter. 

This  view  of  the  law  harmonizes  with  its  generally  declared  purpose 
to  render  the  rates  of  duty  equal  and  uniform  at  all  the  ports  (section 
12,  act  June  10,  1890).  Imported  merchandise  may  remain  in  bonded 
warehouse  under  existing  laws  for  three  years  (section  20).  If  with- 
drawing it  merely  for  transportation  to  an  interior  port  i^hile  still  leav- 
ing such  merchandise  in  custody  and  under  the  control  of  the  Govern- 
ment operates  to  prevent  the  importer  from  having'  it  i-eweighed  at 
the  time  of  actual  withdrawal  for  consumption,  it  is  manifest  that  in- 
terior ports  would  fail  to  get  any  reduction  of  duty  which  follows  the 
loss  of  weight  by  evaporation, 'shrinkage,  or  other  like  cause,  while 
those  importers  at  the  port  of  original  importation  who  have  made  no 
such  withdrawal  would  enjoy  this  benefit,  which  it  is  the  purpose  of 
the  law  to  confer  equally  upon  importers  everywhere,  without  par- 
tiality to  persons  or  locality. 

This  manifest  injustice  to  interior  ports  was  not,  in  our  judgment, 
intended  by  Congress  to  be  incorporated  in  a  law  one  of  the  chief  de- 
signs of  which  was,  as  we.  have  said,  to  make  the  rates  of  duty  uniform 
at  all  the  ports. 

It  is  our  judgment  that  the  protests  should  all  be  sustained,  which  is 
accordingly  ordered. 

Thg  collector  is  instructed  to  reliquidate  the  entries  in  each  case  so 
as  to  assess  the  duties  on  the  weights  of  the  tobacco  as  ascertained  at 
the  port  of  Boston  at  the  time  of  withdrawal  of  the  merchandise  for 
consumption,  unless  in  the  meanwhile  an  appeal  should  be  taken  from 
this  decision  in  the  time  and  mode  prescribed  by  law. 


•    (13056.— G.  A.  1561.) 

Alcoholic  perfiunery — RiriuneVs  toilet  water  and  toilet  vinegar. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  25,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  22511  a-1631,  of  W.  H.  Schieffeliii  &  Co.,  afpalnst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  tlie  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  U)U«t 
waters,  imported  per  La  Oascopne,  December  23. 1891. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Qenerai  Appraiser.' 

We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  Messrs.  W.  H.  Schiefifelin  &  Co.  imported  into  the  port,  of 
New  York,  per  La  Gascogne,  December  23.  1891,  certain  merchandise 
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invoiced  as  *'  Rimmers  toilet  water'-  and  *' toilet  vinegar.''  Upon  the 
former  duty  was  assessed  at  $2  per  gallon  and  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem 
as  a  toilet  water,  and  upon  the  latter  at  $2  i)er  gallon  and  25  per  cent, 
ad  valorem  as  an  alcoholic  compound  not  specially  provided  for,  both 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  8,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  the  so-called  toilet^water  is  a  deodorized  alcohol  in  which 
various  odoriferous  substances  have  been  dissolved ;  that  the  same  is 
an  alcoholic  perfumery  used  for  the  same  purposes  as  cologne  water 
and  handkerchief  extracts. 

(3)  That  the  so-called  toilet  vinegar  contains  about  72  per  cent,  of 
deodorized  alcohol,  combined  with  water,  and  small  quantities  of  acetic 
acid  or  acetic  ether,  and  some  odoriferous  substances,  including  gum 
benzoine ;  that  the  uses  and  purposes  for  which  it  is  adapted  and  ap- 
plied are  similar  to  those  for  which  cologne  waters  are  used,  and  it  is 
especially  recommended  for  the  bath,  as  a  disinfectant,  and  as  a  per- 
fumery for  the  handkerchief.  It  has  not  disinfectant  properties,  but 
its  superior  perfume  may  overcome  unpleasant  smells. 

The  importers  claim  that  duty  should  have  been  assessed  at  50  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  77,  N.  T.,  as  toilet  preparations  not 
specially  provided  for. 

By  our  findings  of  fact  it  appears  that  the  said  so-called  toilet  water 
is  an  alcoholic  perftime,  similar  to  cologne  water,  and  that  the  so-called 
toilet  vinegar  is  compounded  in  much  the  same  manner,  and  is  an  alco- 
holic perfume. 

We  hold  that  both  these  articles  were  specially  provided  for  and 
properly  subject  to  duty  under  paragraph  8,  N.  T.  The  protest  is 
overruled. 


(13057.— G.  A.  1562.) 
Warehouse  charges. 


Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  27,  1892. 

in  ihf:  matter  of  the  protests,  24150-70  a,  of  Pitt  &  Scott,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  cu8> 
toms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  merchandise,  im- 
ported per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Somervillb,  General  Appraiser. 

We  i5nd  that  the  goods  are  of  the  description  stated  in  the  several 
invoices  and  entries  accompanying  the  reports  of  the  collector,  and 
that  they  were  imported  under  the  new  tariff  act,  at  the  respective 
dates  and  by  the  several  vessels  mentioned. 
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The  goods  were  sent  to  the  public  stores,  where  they  were  examineil 
and  appraised,  and  were  afterwards  transferred  to  the  private  ware 
house  of  Baker  &  WilliauLS. 

The  importers,  we  farther  find,  x>aid  to  said  warehousemen,  and  not 
to  the  collector,  or  to  any  authorized  Government  officer,  certain  ehargt^ 
for  storage,  labor,  and  cartage,  which  are  specified  correctly  in  the 
several  protests.  We  find  that  neither  the  collector  nor  his  deputy 
made  or  exacted  any  of  the  fees  or  charges  against  the  payment  of 
which  the  protests  are  lodged. 

It  is  our  opinion  that  section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  author 
izes  importers  to  file  protests  only  against  fee.s  and  exactions  paid  to  the 
Government  through  the  collector.      It  does  not  authorize  protests 
against  payment  made  to  the  owpers  of  private  bonded  warehouse  for 
the  refunding  of  which  the  Government  is  not  responsible. 

The  protests  are  overruled,  and  the  collector's  decision  in  each  cage 
is  affirmed.  ^ 

(13958. ~G.  A.  1563.) 

Medicinal  preparations — Pilocarpine  nitrate  and  muriate. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  27,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  theproteat,  21883  a-34S27,  of  L.  EDgelhorn.  against  the  decision  of  the  coUector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  chemical  saJtt 
imported  per  Werkendam^  June  27,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Luht,  Qetitral  AppraUer. 

We  find  aft  facts  that  Mr.  L.  Engelhorn  imported  into  the  -pon  of 
New  York,  per  steamer  Werkendavi,  June  27,  1891,  certain  so-called 
atropine  sulphate,  pilocarpine  nitrate,  pilocarpine  muriate,  and  cocaine 
muriate,  which  were  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  chemical  salt^  and 
duty  was  assessed  thereon  at  the  rat^of  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

By  a  special  report  it  appeared  that  the  atropine  sulphate  was  iden- 
tical with  that  referred  to  in  G.  A.  747,  and  that  the  cocaine  muriate 
wa*s  identiciil  with  thai  referred  to  in  G.  A.  886.  The  collector  re- 
liquidated  the  duty  upon  the  cocfiiue  muriate  at  50  c(?nts  per  jocund,  in 
•accordance  with  G.  A.  886,  and  reports  that,  by  oversight,  the  atropine 
sulphate  was  not  reliquidated,  but  would  be  upon  return  of  the  entry 
to  his  office. 

The  importer  claims  that  all  of  said  articles  are  medicinal  prepara 
tions,  dutiable  at  the  rate  of  50  cents  per  pound  only,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  paragraph  74  as  medicinal  preparations  in  the  preparation 
of  which  alcohol  has  been  used. 
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We  find  that  ati'opine  sulphate  is  an  alkaloidal  chemical  salt  and  a 
medicinal  preparation  in  the  preparation  of  which  alcohol  has  been 
used. 

We  alse  find  that  pilocarpine  nitrate  and  muriate  are  alkaloidal 
chemical  salts,  and  that  the  same  are  medicinal  preparations  in  the 
preparation  of  which  alcohol  has  been  used. 

Upon  these  findings,  the  claim  of  the  importer  that  said  merchandise 
>hoQld  have  been  assessed  for  duty  at  50  cents  per  pound,  under  para- 
graph 74,  lis  sustained. 

(13059.— G.  A.  1564.) 

Bronze  statuary. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  27,  1892. 

In  the  mailer  of  the  protest,  16665  a-16582.  of  J.  Ter  Kuile,  HgRinst  the  decision  of  the  collector  or 
coflComB  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargreable  on  certain  bronze  statu- 
ary, imported  per  (Hty  of  Chester,  November  14, 18U0. 

Opinion  by  LtrsT,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  that  Mr.  J.  Ter  Kuile  imported  into  the  port  of 
Xew  York,  November  14,  1890,  certain  pieces  of  sculpture,  consisting- 
of  one  statue  called  *^ First  Flight,' '  a  statue  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  a 
bronze  bust  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  valued  respectively  at  90,  50,  and  15 
pounds. 

We  further  find  that  said  pieces  of  sculpture  were  composed  of  bronze 
metal,  and  had  been  cast  in  molds  made  from  original  models  in  clay, 
the  work  of  Albert  Bruce  Jo3%  a  profe^^sional  sculptor. 

We  further  find  that  said  articles  were  statuary  wrought  by  hand 
from  metal,  and  that  said  pieces  were  the  professional  production  of  a 
<tatuary  or  vsculptor. 

Duty  ^was  assessed  thereon  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 215,  X.  T.,  and  the  importer  claims  that  the  same  was  only 
dutiable  at  the  rate  of  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  405. 
X.  T. 

The  claim  of  the  importer  in  his  protest  is  sustained. 


(13060.— G.  A.  1565.) 
Coal-tar  color — Ceiiain  so-called  xcash  blue. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  27,  1892. 

In  ihe  matter  of  the  protests,  20444a.  etc.,  of  Abram  DeRonde  &  Ck>.,  aRainst  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  ax  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  ehar^^eable  on  certain 
wash  blue,  imported  i>er  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Ia'NT,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  protestants,  Messrs.  A.  DeRonde  «&  Co.,  imported 
into  the  port  of  New  York,  as  per  schedule  annexed,  certain  so-called 
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wash  blue,  invoiced  by  William  Edge,  of  Bolton,  England,  and  tliat  the 

'  same  was  assessed  for  duty  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  a  coal-tar 

preparation  and  a  color  or  dye,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  18. 
N.  T.  ■  r    -e.    . 

I 

We  farther  find  that  said  wash  blue  does  not  contain  ultramarine, 
and  that  it  is  a  coal-tar  color  in  aqueous  solution. 

The  Protestants  claim  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  3  cente 
per  pound,  under  paragraph  58  of  the  act  aforesaid,  as  wash  blue  con- 
taining ultramarine,  but  offer  no  evidence  to  substantiate  the  allegation 
that  it  contains  ultramarine.  They  also  claim  in  several  protests  that 
the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  is  unconstitutional.  This  is  the  same  class 
of  merchandise  as  that  covered  by  G.  A.  1346.  We  hold,  as  in  that 
case,  that  the  merchandise  was  lawfully  assessed  for  duty,  and  that  the 
act  of  October  1,  1890,  is  constitutional.     The  protest  is  overruled. 


(13061.— G.  A.  1566.) 

AlkaloidB — Ounlarin — Medicinal  preparatiom —  Veratrine. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  27,  1892. 

trine  and  ^S-tolm^rt^'^'f  J?  ""2  '»»•»■»<»  •"»"'"  «I  ^utle.  ohaigeable  on  eeiUin  yen" 
mne  ana  oumartn,  imported  per  Zaandam,  January  M,  18W,  and  Werkmdam,  February  4. 189f 

Opinion  by  LuHT,  Gentfal  Avpraitr. 

We  find  as  foots  that  Mr.  L.  Englehorn  imported  into  the  port  of 
New  York,  as  shown  in  the  schedule  annexed,  certain  merchandise 
known  as  cumarin  and  veratrine,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  the 
rate  of  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76, 
N.  T, ;  that  the  so  called  cumarin  is  the  active  oderiferous  principle  of 
the  tonka  bean,  and  an  alkaloidal  chemical  salt ;  that  its  predominant 
use  is  as  a  base  for  flavoring  extracts  or  perftimery,  and  that  it  is  sel- 
dom used  for  medicinal  purposes. 

We  further  find  that  the  so  called  veratrine  is  an  alkaloid  or  mixture 
of  alkaloids  obtained  from  the  seeds  of  the  cebadilla,  and  is  a  mediciDal 
preparation  in  the  preparation  of  which  alcohol  is  used. 

The  Protestant  claims  that  duty  should  have  been  assessed  under 
paragraph  74,  K  T. 

We  hold  that  said  cumarin  was  property  assessed  for  duty  under 
paragraph  76,  and  that  the  veratrine  should  have  been  assessed  for 
TX'T  71'-°^^  preparation,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 

If  Vh  ■      »    I        *f  *"*  ^•'^  P'"''**'*  •'  m^i^\n^ .  otherwise  thelction 
of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 
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(13062.— G.  A.  1561) 
Invoice  value  of  consigned  goods  can  not  he  advanced  on  entry. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  27,  1892. 

In  the  n&Atter  of  the  protest,  19281  a-90633,  of  A.  Minaldi  &  Co.,  affainst  the  decision  of  >he  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  lemon  boxes, 
imported  per  Bdgravia,  May  22, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Somebville,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  goods  were  consigned  and  not  actually  purchased, 
as  reported  by  the  collector,  and  further,  that  the  other  facts  as  stated 
by  him  in  reference  to  the  merchandise  are  true. 

TVe  hold,  accordingly,  that  the  consignee  was  not  entitled  to  make 
the  proposed  addition  in  the  entry  to  the  value  of  the  merdnandise 
given  in  the  invoice.  This  right  is  conferred  by  section  7  of  the  act  of 
June  10, 1890,  only  in  the  caije  of  goods  •*  actually  purchased.''  It  does 
not  apply  to  consigned  goods. 

The  collector's  decision  is  affirmed.    . 


(13063.— G.  A.  1568.) 
Manufactures  of  paper — Giani  umbrellas  and  snakes. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  28,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  16088  ar-84476,  of  A.  A.  Vantine  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
'coUecior  of  cnstoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
nuuxnfactures  of  paper,  imported  per  Harrow^  Jtine  12, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabbbtts,  Otntral  AppraUer. 

[Withheld  for  review  by  court  as  to  paper  umbrellas.] 


(13064.— G.  A.  1569.) 
Empty  gin  bottles,  corked  and  labeled. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  28,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14152  fr-300,  of  Adams,  Taylor  &  Co.*  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector <»f  cufftoms  at  Boston.  Mass.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
empty  bottles,  corks,  labels,  and  wooden  cases,  imported  per  Hiemumn,  December  28, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabbbtts,  OenenU  Appra/Utr. 

The  goods  in  question  are  ordinary  empty  gin  bottles  of  commerce, 
corked,  labeled,  and  packed,  12  quarts  and  24  pints,  respectively,  in 
unplaned,  iron-bound  wooden  boxes.  The  evidence  in  the  case  tends 
to  show  that  the  apx)ellants  are  the  proprietors  of  the  brand  of  gin  in- 
dicated by  the  labels,  and  that  this  brand  is  copyrighted  in  the  United 
States  and  abroad.  It  further  appears  from  the  testimony  that  the 
apx>ellants  have  been  importing  this  brand  of  gin  for  twenty-five  years, 
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bottled  and  cased.  The  present  act  making  uo  allowance  for  breakage  or 
leakage  of  liquoi-s  in  bottles,  the  gin  is  now  imported  by  them  in  bar- 
rels and  the  bottles  are  imported  empty,  corked  and  labeled  and  trade- 
mark attached  thereto,  the  bottles  ready  to  be  filled  after  importation. 

The  collector  classified  the  bottles,  corks,  and  labels  as  entireties, 
and  assess^  duty  thereon  at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  manafactnre& 
of  which  glass  is  the  component  matmal  of  chief  value,  under  para- 
graph 108,  N.  T.  The  boxes  were  returned  as  unusual  coverings  and 
assessed  with  duty  at  the  same  rate  as  their  contents,  namely,  60  i>er 
cent,  ad  valorem,  and  in  addition  thereto  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  in 
accordance  with  section  19,  act  of  June  10,  1890.  • 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  bottles  are  dutiable  at  1  cent  i)€r 
pound  for  the  quarts  and  li  cents  per  pound  for  the  pints,  under  par 
agraph  103 ;  that  the  corks  are  dutiable  at  15  cents  per  i)ound  under 
paragraph  434,  and  the  labels  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  litho- 
graphic prints,  under  paragraj^h  420  of  the  present  act. 

In  our  opinion,  the  contention  of  the  appellants  with  regard  to  the 
bottles,  corks,  and  labels  is  well  founded.  We  can  not  hold  that  or 
dinary  bottles  of  commerce  which  have  undei'gone  no  subsequent  pnv 
cess  of  manufacture  nor  manipulation  other  than  to  have  labels  pasted 
thereon  and  corks  fitted  in  the  mouths  thereof  to  keep  out  the  buck- 
wheat chaflF  used  for  packing  hav^  been  changed  from  bottles  idTo 
manufactures  of  glass  not  specially  provided  for.  In  our  opinion,  the 
value  of  the  several  articles,  bottles,  corks,  and  labels,  should  bavt- 
been  segregated  and  duty  assessed  thereon  at  the  respective  raters  ap 
plicable  thereto. 

That  the  value  of  these  different  articles  can  be  accuratelv  det^r 
mined  is  apparent.  The  appraiser,  in  a  special  report  to  the  collector. 
separately  stated  the  value  of  the  boxes  and  corks.  After  deduct 
ing  these  items  of  cost  from  the  invoice  value  of  the  merchandise,  .li! 
that  is  necessary  is  to  deduct  the  value  of  empty  bottles  of  the  kind  :l 
question  therefrom,  and  the  remainder  will  represent  the  dntiabU 
value  of  the  labels,  including  the  labor  cost  of  fastening  them  ni>»n 
the  bottles,  which  labor  cost  fairly  attaches  to  the  labels  in  the  coudi 
tion  in  which  they  were  imported. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  the  importation  consists  of  thetu! 
lowing  articles,  namely : 

vl)  Green  or  colored  pressed  or  molded  glass  bottles  holding  mon 
than  one  pint. 

(2)  Green  or  colored  pressed  or  molded  glass  bottles  boldiug  m 
more  than  one  pint  and  not  less  than  one-quarter  of  a  pint. 
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(3)  Fifteen  huudred  corks.. 

('4)  Three  thousand  labels,  produced  either  in  whole  or  in  part  by 
lithographic  process. 

(5)  One  hundred  packing  boxes  of  wood. 

We  make  an  additional  finding  of  facts  that  the  packing  boxes  are 
of  an  unusual  character  for  holding  enii>ty  glass  bottles,  and  were  de- 
signed -for  use  otherwise  than  in  a  bona  fide  transportation  of  such 
empty  glass  bottles  to  the  United  States. 

Based  upon  the  above  findings,  we  hold  that  the  bottles,  corks,  and 
labels  are  dutiable  at  the  rates  and  under  the  paragraphs  of  the  pres- 
ent act  as  claimed  by  the  appellants. 

To  this  extent  the  protest  is  sustained. 

We  overrule  the  protest  as  to  the  packing  boxes,  and  without  de- 
ciding whether  they  are  properly  dutiable  at  30  per  cent.,  under  par- 
agraph 228,  N.  T.,  or  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  230, 
}^.T.,  we  hold  they  are  not  entitled  to  free  entry,  and  the  collector's 
action  in  assessing  duty  thereon  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem  must  stand. 


(13065.— G.  A.  1570.) 

Manifest  clerical  error  in  entry. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  June  29,  1892. 

In  ibe  matter  of  the  protest,  ]3488fr-3283.  ofChas.  M.  Plum  &  Co.,  agrainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customB  at  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  ehari^eable  on 
certain  merchandise,  imported  per  Duchess  of  Albany,  January  H,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  General  Appraiser. 

This  is  an  application,  in  the  form  of  a  protest,  for  the  correction  of 
an  alleged  clerical  error.  The  alleged  error  consists  in  the  deduction 
of  certain  charges  included  in  the  price  of  the  merchandise  subject  of 
entry  twice;  or,  stated  more  clearly,  in  deducting  said  certain  non- 
dutiable  charges  from  the  net  amount  of  the  invoice  instead  of  the  gross 
amount  thereof. 

Appellants  state  their  claim  in  their  protest  in  the  following  lan- 
guage : 

An  error  was  made  in  entering  said  goods  by  which  the  charges  were 
deducted  twice.  These  being  added  to  the  value  (by  the  appraiser) 
subjected  the  merchandise  to  the  additional  duty  of  2  per  cent,  for 
every  1  per  cent,  of  raise.  We  claim  that  the  second  deduction  was 
manifestly  a  clerical  error,  and  request  that  the  entry  be  readjusted  in 
accordance  with  Treasury  decision  Synopsis  7925  and  G.  A.  184. 

They  also  show  in  detail,  in  a  separate  paper,  signed  and  sworn  to 
by  their  brokers,  how  the  error  occurred. 
55 
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From  an  examination  of  the  entry,  it  appears  that  £114  0«.  Sd.  was 
taken  as  the  gross  invoice  price  of  the  goods  instead  of  £127  5s.  2d., 
the  trne  gross  invoice  price ;  and  that  the  deduction  of  the  nondutiable 
items,  aggregating  £10  Ss.  6d,,  was  made  from  the  net  price,  £114  0«. 
Sd.,  instead  of  the  gross  price.  £127  15«.  2d. ;  and  that  this  was  erroneous 
is  manifest,  since  it  is  not  only  *' visible  to  the  eye''  but  ^'obnousto 
the  understanding/'  It  therefore  falls  within  the  rule  laid  dowD  in  a 
former  decision  of  the  Board,  G.  A.  184,  which  was  subsequently 
affirmed  by  Blodgett  in  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  northern 
district  of  lUi nois.  ' 

Following  the  reasoning  and  the  conclusion  in  that  case,  we  hold 
that  the  protest  is  well  taken,  and  it  is  sustained.  The  entry  will  there 
fore  be  liquidated  in  accordance  with  the  facts,  asset  forth  in  the  paper 
accompanying  the  protest,  signed  and  sworn  to  by  John  G.  Hoyt 


(13066.— G.  A   1571.) 
Indian  black  teapots. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  29,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  29026  and  24968  a,  of  Kniffin  &  Tooker,  affalnst  the  decision  of  the  cot- 
lector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cetuic 
'    earthenware,  imported  per  Thttric;  January  19,  1892;  JBrUannie,  November  23, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabretts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  invoiced  as  Indian  black  teapotK 
Duty  was  assessed  thereon  at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 
100.  The  appellants  claim  the  articles  are  common  brown  earthen 
wai*e  and  as  such  dutiable  at  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 
99,  N.  T. 

At  the  hearing  in  the  case  the  appellants  appeared  and  produced 
samples  of  the  teapots  in  question.  Based  upon  an  examination  of 
these  samples,  we  make  the  following  finding  of  facts : 

(1)  The  articles  are  not  common  brown  earthenware. 

(2)  They  are  earthenware  colored  black  and  glazed. 

These  findings  are  fatal  to  the  appellants'  claim.  Had  CJongress  pro 
vided  for  ''common  earthenware''  without  limitations  in  paragraph 
99,  that  term  would  probably  have  been  broad  enough  to  include  in 
ferior  articles  of  earthenware  of  any  color.  Congress,  however,  haviug 
provided  in  this  paragraph  for  a  specific  kind  of  earthenware,  namely, 
common  brown  earthenware,  and  there  being  a  class  of  merchandbe 
so  known  in  trade  and  commerce  of  a  corresponding  color,  we  m^^: 
hold  that  the  black  glazed  earthenware  teapots  covered  by  the  prott^t 
aie  excluded  from  classification  under  paragraph  99.  The  prot^  is 
overruled  and  the  action  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 
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(13067.— G.  A.  1572.) 

Paintings — Certain  gelatine  cards  dutiable  as. 

Before  the  TJ.  8.  General  Appraiser  at  New  York,  June  29, 1892. 

la  the  matter  of  the  protest,  L2298fr-^S80,  of  H.  L.  Kilner  ic  Co.,  aflralnst  the  decUion  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Baltimore  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  gelatine 
cards,  imported  per  Caurihaginian^  November  6,  ISDl. 

Opinion  by  Shabrbtts,  Qeneral  Appraiaer. 

We  J&nd  as  facts  in  this  case,  based  upon  an  examination  of  the  ex- 
hibits, an  analysis  thereof,  the  testimony  taken  relative  thereto,  and 
on  the  face  of  the  papers : 

(1)  The  goods  are  thin  cards  composed  of  soluble  gelatine  mixed 
with  zinc  white ;  gelatine  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

(2)  These  cards  vary  in  size  from  li*  by  2i  inches  to  3  by  5  inches, 
and  have  painted  thereon  by  hand  with  water-colors  or  in  oil  wreaths 
of  flowers,  religions  mottoes,  and  emblems. 

(3)  The  cost  of  the  merchandise  is  $11.80  per  pound,  and  the  aver- 
age value  of  each  card  is  about  10  cents. 

(4)  The  cost  of  the  paintings  upon  the  cards  is  upwards  of  four  times 
the  value  of  the  gelatine  or  substance  ornamented. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
the  rate  applicable  to  gelatine  costing  over  30  cents  per  pound,  under 
paragraph  27,  N.  T. 

The  appellants  claim  in  the  alternative  that  the  merchandise  is  duti- 
able at  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  paintings,  under  paragraph  465;  K.  T. 

The  collector  and  naval  ofificer,  in  transmitting  the  papers  in  this 
case,  expressed  doubts  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  rate  of  duty  imposed 
apoD  the  merchandise,  but  adhered  to  the  original  classification  of  the 
goods,  in  order  that  an  authoritative  decision  relative  thereto  might  be 
made.  Paragraph  27,  N.  T.,  fixes  the  rate  of  duty  on  gelatine  valued 
at  not  above  7  cents  per  pound  at  li  cents  per  pound ;  valued  at  above 
7  cents  and  not  above  30  cents  per  pound,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem ; 
valued  at  above  30  cents  per  pound,  30  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  substance  in  this  case  costs  almost  forty  times  as  much  as  the 
maximum  amount  specified  in  this  paragraph,  a  fact  that  would  seem 
to  indicate  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  something  more  than 
the  gelatine  provided  for  in  paragraph  27.  On  the  other  hand  the  cost 
of  the  painting  upon  the  gelatine  being  four  times  greater  than  the 
valae  of  the  gelatine  itself,  tends  to  show  that  the  articles  in  question 
are  fairly  covered  by  the  terms  of  paragraph  465,  N.  T. 

We  so  hold,  and  sustain  the  protest  to  this  extent. 
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(13068.— G.  A.  1573,) 
SUk  nets  and  veilings — Laces, 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisei*s  at  Kew  York,  June  30,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  13210a,  etc.,  of  Aitkin,  Son  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  oolleotor 
of  customs  at  "Sew  Ybric  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chaiveable  on  certain  silk  nets, 
veilings,  or  laces,  imported  per  vessels  and  on  dales  named  in  schedule  annexed. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  OenercU  AppraU^f, 

The  merchandise  in  these  cases  consists  of  silk-lace  nets  or  veilings. 
They  were  classified  and  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem 
as  laces,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  413  of  the  new  tariflf  act 
Appellants  claim  in  their  protests  that  they  are  entitled  to  entry  at  50 
per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  manufactures  of  silk  not  specially  provided  for, 
under  pai*agraph  414  of  said  act.  They  were  accorded  a  special  hearing 
on  April  7,  1892,  when  witnesses  were  produced  who  gave  evidence  in 
support  of  the  contention  of  the  protests. 

Other  evidence  in  the  cases  consists  of  certain  testimony  taken  in  the 
cases  of  Brown,  Durrell  &  Co.  vs.  The  Collector  of  Customs  at  Boston, 
numbered  5735-5736 ft,  marked  Exhibit  "I,"  and  certain  testimony 
taken  in  the  case  of  Marshall  Field  &  Co.  vs.  The  Collector  of  Customs 
at  Chicago,  numbered  5607  ft,  marked  Exhibit  **J." 

From  the  exidence  and  the  record  in  the  case,  and  from  common 
knowledge  obtained  through  inteicourse  with  merchants  and  others  in 
the  course  of  the  performance  of  our  official  duties,  we  find  the  following: 
facts : 

1.  The  merchandise  subject  of  the  protests  was  imported  subsequent 
to  the  6th  day  of  October,  1890. 

2.  It  consists  of  plain  and  spot  silk-lace  nets  and  veilings,  made  on 
the  lace  machine. 

3.  The  samples  attached  to  the  protests  are  true  samples  of  the  nier 
chandise  in  controversy. 

4.  The  claim  that  the  merchandise  in  controversy  is  commeixrially 
known  as  "nets''  and  ^S^eilings,''  and  never  as  *'lace  nets,"  •Mace 
veilings,''  or  as  *'laces,"  is  not,  in  our  opinion,  clearly  established,  and 
we  hence  find  that  it  consists  of  laces. 

5.  The  contention  that  only  narrow  trimming  laces  are  commercially 
known  as  'Maces''  is  not,  in  our  opinion,  clearly  established. 

6.  A  wide  lace- making  machine  was  long  the  desideratum  to  supply 
which  inventors  in  the  field  of  lace  manufacture  bent  all  their  endoavois. 

7.  The  latest  lace  machine  makes  laces  of  any  desired  width,  and  i^ 
known  as  the  Levers  Bobbin-Net  Lace  Machine. 
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S.  The  so-called  '*net8"  and  **  veilings"  in  controveray  are  known 
in  the  revenue  acts,  and  have  long  been  known  there  as  laces,  and  they 
have  been  so  classified  bj'^  the  customs  officers  and  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, almost  without  exc>eption,  for  more  than  twenty  years,  and 
have  thus  come  to  bear  a  legal  designation  as  laces — a  designation  by 
which  they  are  known  to  Congress  for  revenue  purposes,  and  which 
supersedes  the  designation  known  to  trade  and  commerce,  if  that  is 
different. 

9.  The  legal  designation  ''laces"  acquired  by  so-called  ''nets"  and 
*'  veilings,"  throngh  numerous  acts  of  Congress  and  the  long  practice 
of  customs  officials  and  the  Treasury  Department,  is  synonymous  with 
the  popular  designation  they  have  always  borne. 

10.  The  legal  and  popular  designation  "laces,"  as  applied  to  textiles 
of  an  openwork  structure  formed  by  the  hexagonal  or  other  mesh  and 
made  on  lace' machines,  is  synonymous  with  their  technical  designa- 
tion as  known  to  inventors  and  manufacturers. 

11.  The  word  lace  is  not  a  commercial  designation,  but  a  name  de- 
scriptive of  certain  articles  composing  a  family,  of  which  nets  and  veil- 
ings are  members. 

These  findings  of  factd  arer  modifications  of  the  corresponding  find- 
ings in  G.  A.  1106,  conforming  to  the  difference  between  the  evidence 
presented  for  consideration  in  said  case  G.  A.  1106  and  that  presented 
in  the  case  at  bar. 

We  make  no  findings  in  relation  to  the  hexagonal  mesh,  since  the 
evidence  in  this  ease  seems  to  show  that  said  mesh  is  not  a  distinguish- 
ing characteristic  of  lace.  We  do  not,  however,  regard  the  point  as 
material,  since,  as  we  conceive,  the  case  here  turns,  not  on  evidence  as 
to  what  lace  is  technically  or  commercially,  but  on  what  has  for  twenty 
years  been  regarded  as  lace  by  customs  officials  and  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, and  what  is  and  has  been  long  known  to  Congress  as  lace 
in  the  revenue  laws  for  revenue  purposes. 

A  review  of  the  decisions  of  the  Treasury  Department  for  fifteen 
years  preceding  the  piissage  of  the  tariff  act  of  March  3,  1883,  shows 
that  that  Department  regarded  as  "laces"  all  articles  made  on  lace 
machines,  whether  plain  or  figured,  narrow  or  wide,  holding  practi- 
cally that  the  meshes  described  in  the  technical  works  on  the  subject 
of  lace  manufacture  constitute  a  distinguishing  characteristic  of  lace, 
as  contrasted  with  woven  fabrics^— products  of  the  loom. 

During  the  life  of  the  act  of  March  3, 1883 — a  period  of  seven  years — 
the  practice  of  the  Treasury  Department  in  the  classification  of  nets 
and  veilings  as  laces  was  the  same  as  it  had  been  for  the  fifteen  yeai*s 
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immediately  preceding  the  enactment  of  that  statute.  There  can  be  no 
doubt,  we  think,  of  the  legal  effect  of  this  long-continued  practice.  A 
contemporaneous  interpretation  by  executive  officers  charged  with  the 
duty  of  acting  under  a  statute  is  entitled  to  great  weight  in  its  con- 
struction, and  "in  a  case  of  doubt  ought  to  turn  the  scale."  (United 
States  V8.  Hill,  120  TJ.  8.,  169,  and  case  cited ;  Brown  vs.  United  Stat€S, 
113  U.  8.,  568;  United  States  t?i.  Philbink,  120  U.  8.,  52;  United 
States  V8.  Johnston,  124  U.  8.,  236.)  And  with  the  rule  as  established 
in  these  cases  Congress  is  presumed  to  be  acquainted.  (Endlich  on  the 
Interpretation  of  Statutes,  paragraph  367.) 

The  practice  of  customs  officers  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883.  was 
to  classify  all  silk  laces,  except  such  as  were  found  by  the  court  to  be 
chiefly  used  for  making  and  trimming  hats,  under  paragraph  383  of  said 
act,  at  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  But  i  n  the  new  tariff  act  Congress  showed 
its  dissatisfaction  with  the  construction  placed  by  the  courts  upon  par- 
agraph 448  of  the  act  of  1883,  through  which  its  provisions  were  made 
to  cover  certain  silks  and  silk  laces  used  chiefly  as  material  and  trim- 
ming for  hats  at  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem  by  repealing  it.  It  reen- 
acted,  however,  in  substance,  the  silk  **  catchall"  clause  of  the  act  of 
1883  (paragraph  383)  in  paragraph  414,  imposing  upon  the  articles  in- 
cluded therein  a  duty  of  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  This  would  have 
left;  silk  lace  precisely  where  it  stood  in  the  tariff  act  of  1883,  namely, 
as  a  manufacture  of  silk  not  specially  enumerated,  dutiable  at  50  per 
cent,  ad  valorem.  But  its  position  in  relation  to  laces  of  cotton  and 
laces  of  flax,  laces  of  inferior  material  would  have  been  incongruous, 
since  they  were  already  specially  provided  for  at  60  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem. Accordingly  it  was  enumerated  eo  nomine  in  paragraph  413,  a^^ 
follows:  ** Laces  composed  of  silk  or  of  which  silk  is  the  component 
material  of  chief  value  not  specially  provided  for  in  this  act,-'  and 
made  dutiable  at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

We  have  reproduced  here  to  some  extent  the  argument  made  in  G. 
A.  1106,  but  must  still  refer  to  the  opinion  in  that  case  so  far  as  it  ap- 
plies to  the  case  at  bar,  and  especially  to  that  portion  of  it  which  con- 
siders the  subject  of  the  practice  of  the  Treasury  Department  in  the 
classification  of  laces,  whether  of  silk,  cotton,  or  linen.  For,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  case  G.  A.  1106,  in  which  we  held  that  certain 
plain  and  figured  silk  nets,  veilings,  and  drapery  nets  were  properly 
classified  by  the  collector  at  Chicago  as  silk  laces  at  60  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  413  of  the  new  tariff  act,  has  been  reversed 
by  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  northern  distrfct  of  Illinoiss 
we  are,  with  due  respect,  still  inclined  to  hold  to  the  view  of  the  case 
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there  maintained.     From  an  examination  of  t^he  learned  judge's  opin- 
ion (anpublished)  in  the  review  of  that  case,  it  appears  that  the  only 
subject  considered  was  that  of  commercial  designation. 
The  court  says : 

While  I  have  no  doubt  that  these  goods  respt»nd  to  the  general  des- 
ignation or  description  of  lace,  not  necessarily  because  they  show  the 
hexagonal  mesh,  but  because  they  are  made  in  the  same  manner  as 
most  of  the  machine  made  laces,  I  am  satisfied,  as  I  have  before  said, 
from  the  proof,  that  these  goods  are  not  commercially  designated  as 
laces,  bat  are  knowu  to  the  trade  by  the  name  of  silk  nets,  veilings, 
etc.,  and  recognizing  the  rule  that  the  commercial  designation  among 
traders  and  manufacturers,  where  such  designation  is  clearly  estab- 
lished, fixes  its  character  for  the  tariff  laws,  I  see  no  escape  from  the 
coDclusion  that  these  goods  should  have  been  classed  as  dutiable  under 
elanse  414  as  a  manufacture  of  silk  not  otherwise  provided  for. 

The  remainder  of  Judge  Blodgett's  opinion  consists  of  a  review  of 
the  authorities  cited  in  support  of  the  legal  proposition  made  the  basis 
of  his  decision.  With  this  proposition  there  is  no  controversy.  But 
the  main  proposition  of  fact  in  6.  A.  1106  is  that  silk  net«,  veilings, 
and  drapery  nets  have  been  known  in  the  revenue  laws  for  twenty 
years  as  laces;  and  the  main  proposition  of  law  therein  is  that  **  when 
Congress  in  legislating  on  the  subject  of  duties,  has^  described  an  article 
so  as  to  identify  it  by  a  given  designation  for  revenue  purposes,  and 
this  has  been  so  long  continued  as  to  impress  on  it  a  particular  desig- 
nation as  an  article  of  import,  then  it  must  be  treated  as  a  distinct  arti' 
cle,  whether  there  be  evidence  that  it  is  so  knowu  in  commerce  or  nof 

This  rule  was  laid  down  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  in  De- 
Forest  €t  al.  vs.  Lawrence,  13  Howard,  274 ;  and  it  has  been  followed 
by  that  court  in  numerous  cases  already  cited  in  this  opinion. 

This  point  is  not  even  alluded  to  in  Judge  Blodgett's  opinion,  but 
we  regard  it  as  the  controlling  feature  of  the  case,  and  we  are,  in  a 
measure  justified  in  doipg  so  on  the  strength  of  a  recent  decision  (un- 
published; in  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  district  of  Massa- 
chnsetts,  by  Judge  Colt. 

Judge  Colt's  decision  was  in  review  of  a  decision  of  the  Board — G. 
A.  396— in  relation  to  the  proper  classification  of  plucked  or  pulled 
coney  skins.  The  Board  held  that  they  were  entitled  to  free  entry 
nnder  paragraph  588  of  the  new  tariff  act,  on  the  ground  that  for  more 
than  twenty  years  they  had  been  so  classified  by  the  Treasury  Depar  t 
ment,  following  the  rule  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  in  Rob- 
ertson vs.  Downing,  127  U.  8.  S.  C.  R.,  607.  Judge  Colt  affirmed  the 
decision  of  the  Board,  following  its  reasoning,  and  quoting  from  the 
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case  cited  in  127  U.  S.  §.  C.  R.   the  emphatic  language  there  used, 

namely: 

But  when  there  has  been  a  long  acquiescence  in  a  regulation,  and  by 
it  rights  of  parties  for  many  yeai-s  have  been  determined  and  adjusted, 
it  is  not  to  be  disregarded  without  the  most  cogent  and  persuasive  rea 
sons. 

In  the  coui'se  of  his  opinion  Judge  Colt  said  : 

Since  the  tariff  act  of  1846,  substantially  the  same  language  has  been 
u&ed  with  respect  to  dressed  and  undressed  skins  in  all  the  tariff  acts 
down  to  and  including  the  act  of  1890,  and  under  a  uniform  current  of 
Treasury  decisions,  beginning  with  that  of  October  15,  1868,  pulled 
coney  skins  have  been  classified  as  undressed  skins.  These  rulings  by 
the  Executive  Department  of  the  Government  should  have  great 
weight,  because  it  may  be  fairly  presumed  that  the  importation  has 
been  made  upon  the  faith  of  the  decisions  and  classifications  hitherto 
made  by  the  Government. 

The  point  on  which  the  case  at  bar  turns  is  the  point  which  was  left 
unconsidered  by  Judge  Blodgett  in  his  opinion  in  review  of  G.  A.  1106, 
and  which  was  made  the  basis  of  the  conclusion  reached  by  Judge  Colt 
in  his  review  and  decision  of  G.  A.  396. 

In  this  view  of  tlie  cases  alluded  to  there  is  a  virtual,  if  not  actual, 
conflict  of  opinion  between  the  United  States  circuit  court'  for  the 
northern  district  ot  Illinois  and  the  United  States  circuit  court  for 
the  district  of  Massachusetts — a  conflict  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Board,  renders  it  desirable  that  the  subject  should  receive  further  judi- 
cial consideration. 

Under  the  findings  of  fact  in  these  cases,  we  hold  that  the  so-called 
nets  and  veilings,  subject  of  the  several  protests,  are  laces  iiiithin  the 
meaning  and  intent  of  paragraph  413  of  the  new  tariff  act,  and  the  de- 
cision of  the  collector  in  so  classifying  them  and  assessing  duty  thereon 
at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem  is  affirmed. 

(13069.— G.  A.  1574.) 

Broyizp  staUmry. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  30,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  155<>6 a-2u2.")6,  of  Hensel,  Bruckniann  A  Lorbaoher.  against  the  de- 
cision of  the  collector  of  ciistoiua  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable 
on  a  certain  bronze  statue,  imported  per  TrlnacrifL,  March  IJO,  1891. 

Opinion  by  LuKT,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise?  covered  by  the  protest  in  this  case  is  one  bronze 
statue  of  Augustus  C:esar,  imported  at  the  port  of  New  York  by 
^Messrs.  Hensel,  Bruckmann  &  Lorbacher,  March  30, 1891,  and  claimed 
])y  them  to  be  dutiable  at  15  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  as  wrought  by  hand 
from  metal  and  the  ijrofessional  production  of  a  statuary  or  sculptor 
only.     To  support  this  claim,  there  is  attached  to  the  invoice  a  certi- 


831 

ficate  purporting  to  have  been  sigued  and  sworn  to  before  the  United 
States  consul-general  at  Eome  by  A..  Rohrich,  who  declares  that 
the  statue  afoi^esaid  was  executed  and  produced  by  him,  and  was 
intended  to  be  entered  at  New  York  as  the  production  of  a  foreign 
artist,  under  the  provisions  of  section  2505  of  the  United  States  Revised 
Statutes. 

We  have  made  a  careful  investigation  in  this  case,  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  the  credibility  of  certificates  of  this  character.  It  is 
well  known  that  such  certificate  can  be  falsely  made  with  impunity  by 
pei'sons  residing  abroad,  and  we  have  evidence  that  such  certificates 
are  sometimas  made  with  a  reckless  disregard  of  truth  to  facilitate 
entry  of  bronzes  at  a  low  rate. 

We  have  ascertained  in  this  case  that  the  certificate  furnished  is  not 
entitled  to  credit.  The  consul-general  at  Rome,  having  been  requested 
to  make  a  special  investigation,  reports  that  this  statue  **was  pro- 
duced by  one  Masini,  who  made  the  model,  and  alter  the  figure  was 
cast  finished  it  with  his  own  hand." 

The  price  of  the  statue  as  invoiced  indicates  that  it  is  a  work  of 
artistic  merit,  and  it  is  fair  to  presume  that  it  is  the  professional  pro- 
duction of  a  statuary  or  sculptor  only,  but  we  do  not  come  to  this  con- 
clusion upon  the  evidence  furnished  by  the  importer. 

We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  protestants  imported  into  New  York,  March  30, 1891,  a 
bronze  statue  of  Augustus  Caesar,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  45 
percent,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T.,  as  a  manufacture  of  metal  not 
specially  provided  for. 

(2)  That  said  article  was  a  piece  of  statuary  wrought  from  metal,  the 
same  having  been  cast  in  a  mold  and  chased  and  wrought  by  hand  to 
a  finished  condition,  and  that  the  same  was  the  professional  production 
of  a  statuary  or  sculptor  only. 

Upon  these  findings,  we  hold  that  said  statue  was  subject  to  duty  at 
15  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  465,  N.  T.,  as  claimed. 
The  protest  is  sustained. 


(13070.— G.  A.  1575.) 

Chemical  compounds — Chloride  of  zinc,  in  solution. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  2,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24S27ar-7518,  of  Messrs.  Norton  Bros.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  cuaComs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charf^eable  on  certain  chloride 
of  zinc,  chemical  compound,  imported  per  Wella  City.  January  23,  1S92. 

Opinion  by  Lust,  Oejieral  Appraiser. 

We  find : 

(1)  That  the  protestants,  Messi-s.  Norton  Bros.,  imported  into  the 
port  of  New  York,  per  steamer  Wells  City,  January  23,  1892,  certain 
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merchandiBe  which  was  assessed  for  duty  as  a  chemical  compound  or 
chemical  salt  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  The  said  merchandise  consisted  of  a  strong  aqueous  solution  of 
chloride  of  zinc,  and  the  mixture  in  its  condition  as  imported  was  a 
chemical  salt,  not  an  acid,  and  is  used  for  chemical  or  manufacturing 
purposes ;  also  as  a  germicide. 

The  importers  claim  that  the  same  is  free  of  duty  under  paragraph 
473,  N.  T. 

Ui)on  our  findings  of  fact,  we  hold  that  duty  was  proi)erly  levied, 
and  the  protest  is  overruled. 


(13071.— G.  A.  1576.) 

Chemical  compounds — Bisulphite  of  lime  and  lampblack. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  2,  1892. 

Ib  the  matter  of  the  protest,  19805  a-49518,  of  E.  L.  C.  Schulz,  against  the  decision  of  the  ooUector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  sulphite  of 
lime  and  lampblack,  imported  per  Slavonia,  October  13, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  protestant,  E.  L.  C.  Schulz,  imported  into  the  port 
of  New  York,  October  13,  1891,  per  steamer  Slavonta^  certain  merchan- 
dise, upon  which  duty  was  levied  at  the  i*ate  of  25  per  cent,  ad  valoi-em. 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76,  N.  T.,  as  a  chemical  compound 
or  chemical  salt. 

We  further  find  that  said  merchandise  was  a  mixture  of  bisulphite 
of  lime  and  lampblack ;  that  bisulphite  of  lime  is  a  chemical  salt,  and 
that  this  i^reparatioji  is  used  as  a  leather  dreasing,  and  is  not  an  acid. 

The  importer  claims  that  it  should  have  been  admitted  free,  under 
paragraphs  473  and  511,  as  being  an  acid  used  solely  for  manufacturing 
purposes. 

It  appears  that  the  two  elements  of  this  compound  would  be  sepa- 
rately dutiable,  viz,  the  lampblack,  under  paragraph  62,  at  25  per 
cent.,  and  the  bisulphite  of  lime,  under  paragraph  76,  as  a  chemical 
salt.  The  rate  of  duty  would  be  the  same  whichever  is  the  component 
material  of  chief  value,  viz,  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

The  claim  of  the  importer  that  the  article  is  entitled  to  free  admission 
as  an  acid,  upon  our  findings  of  fact,  can  not  be  sustained,  and  the  pro- 
test is  overruled. 
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(13072.— G.  A.  1577.) 

Charges — Commisftions^  brokerage,  and  cartage. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  2,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest.  21837  a-49619,  of  Laxard  Ft^res,  agaioBtthe  decision  of  the  collector  of 
cust-oms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  merchandise, 
imported  per  Alesia,  August  28, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shar&btts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  protest  in  this  case  is  lodged  against  the  action  of  the  collector 
in  adding  back  to  make  dutiable  value  certain  items  of  charges  desig- 
nated in  the  invoice  as  ** brokerage-'  and  ** cartage  to  store"  deducted 
on  entry  from  the  invoice  value  of  25  bales  of  third-class  wool,  shipped 
from  Aleppo,  Turkey.  The  question  at  issue  is  whether  these  charges 
were  incident  to  placing  the  merchandise  in  condition  packed  ready 
tV»r  shipment  to  the  United  States.  The  appellants  claim  that  these 
items  of  charges  are  not  dutiable,  but  offer  no  evidence  in  support  of 
their  contention  other  than  a  statement  from  the  United  States  consular 
agent  at  Aleppo,  which  statement  is  to  the  effect  that  the  purchase  and 
."^ale  of  wool  at  that  place  is  by  brokers.  That  officer  further  states 
that  a  commission  of  2  to  3  per  cent,  has  to  be  paid  by  a  third  party 
making  purchases  in  that  market.*  Inasmuch  as  a  commission  of  2  per 
cent,  was  charged  in  the  present  case,  and  not  added  to  the  dutiable 
value  of  the  merchandise  by  the  collector,  we  shall  merely  consider 
this  item  of  charge  in  connection  with  the  brokerage  charge. 

As  commonly  understood,  a  commission  is  paid  by  the  purchaser  to 
an  intermediary  for  procuring  merchandise  at  its  market  value;  a 
brokerage  is  a  stipulated  amount  paid  by  th«  vendor  of  merchandise  to 
A  middle  man  for  selling  merchandise  at  its  market  value.  A  legiti- 
uiare  it-em  of  commission  contained  in  an  invoice  would  be  an  addition 
To  the  market  value  of  the  goods  covered  thereby,  and  is  not  dutiable; 
a  deduction  for  brokerage  from  the  invoice  value  would  be  presump- 
tively a  deduction  from  the  actual  market  value  of  merchandise,  ^and 
should  not  be  allowed. 

With  regard  to  "cartage  to  store,"  this  item  being  followed  by  other 
items  of  charges,  such  as  ** sorting  and  pressing,"  '*cOvSt  of  bags  and 
ropes,"  and  *' weighing,"  it  would  seem  that  the  cartage  in  question 
consisted  of  hauling  loose  wool  to  store  to  be  baled  or  placed  in  suitable 
condition  for  transportation,  in  which  event  this  charge,  in  our  opinion, 
is  dutiable. 

The  collector  states  that  the  charges  subject  of  protest  were  incurred 
prior  to  and  were  incident  to  placing  the  goods  in  condition  ready  for 
shipment  to  the  United  States.     There  is  no  evidence  before  the  Board 
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tending  to  show  that  the  collector  erred  in  so  finding  the  fact6,  and  we 
are  bound  to  hold,  in  default  of  such  evidence,  satisfactory  and  pre- 
poriUerati  ng,  that  he  was  not  in  error. 

In  this  case  we  find  the  facts  to  l^e  as  stated  by  the  collector,  and 
affirm  his  action.  We  further  find  that  the  entry  was  properly  liqui- 
dated. 

The  protest  is  overruled. 


(13073.— G.  A.  1578.) 

Coverings — Opera  glass  cases. 

Before  the  U.  S.  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  2, 1892. 

In  Uie  matter  of  the  protest,  249490-103^8,  of  Hammel,  Rifflander  k,  Co.,  affaiiuit  tho  decision  of 
the  collector  of  ouatonis  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
op^ra  ijrlaas  cases,  imported  per  VaietUi,  February  18, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shabrbtts,  Qenaral  Appraiser. 

We  make  the  following  findings  of  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  dutiable  under  the  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

(2)  The  importation  consists  of  opera  glasses  separately  packed  in 
cases. 

(3)  The  opera  glasses  were  correctly  classified  as  manufactures  of 
metal,  or  of  which  metal  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  and 
duty  assessed  thereon  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 
215,  N.  T. 

(4)  The  opera  glass  cases  are  of  the  kind  ordinarily  used  as  coverings 
for  opera  gla/«es,  and  are 'manufactures  of  leather,  or  of  which  leather 
is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

(5)  The  value  of  the  opera  glasses  and  opera  glass  cases  is  separately 
stated  in  the  invoice, 

(6)  The  collector  assessed  duty  upon  the  opera  glass  cases  at  45  i^r 
cent,  ad  valorem,  the  rate  applicable  to  the  oj^era  glasses  coutaineti 
therein,  in  accordance  with  section  19,  act  June  10,  1890. 

The  appellants  contend  that  the  cases  are  separate  articles  of  iiier 
chandise,  and  claim  that  they  are  dutiable  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  461,  N.  T, 

We  can  not  sustain  this  protest.     Section  19,  act  of  June  10,  1S9<». 
provides  that  *Mf  there  be  used  for  covering  or  holding  imx>orted  mer- 
chandise, whether  dutiable  or  free,  any  unusual  article  or  form  designed 
for  use  otherwise  than  in  a  bona  fide  transportation  "of  such  merchan 
dise  to  the  United  States,  additional  duty  shall  be  levied  and  collecteil 
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upon  snch  material  or  article  at  the  rate  to  which  the  same  would  be 
subject  if  separately  imported.'' 

Ill  the  present  case  the  opera  glass  cases  were  used  as  coverings  for 
imported  merchandise.  If,  as  contended  by  the  appellants,  the  cases 
are  of  an  iinusual  form,  designed  for  use  otherwise  than  in  the  bona 
iide  transportation  of  the  opera  glasses  to  the  United  States,  then  the 
causes  are  dutiable  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  and  in  add itioir^  thereto 
.*}5  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  If,  as  held  by  the  collector,  the  cases  are  the 
u.<iual  coverings  for  the  opera  glasses  contained  therein,  they  are  duti- 
ableat  the  rate  applicable  to  their  contents.  The  fact  that  the  value 
of  the  coverings  is  separately  stated  in  the  invoice  has  no  bearing  upon 
the  case,  inasmuch  as  they  were  not  separately  packed.  In  accordance 
with  the  facts  as  found  by  us,  we  overrule  the  protest  as  to  the  points 
raised  therein,  and  affirm  the  action  of  the  collector. 

The  claim  as  to  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  acts  of  June  10  and 
October  1,  1890,  is  overruled,  in  accordance  with  G.  A.  71,  203,  and 


(13074.— G.  A.  1579.) 
Paintings  on  porcelain. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appmisers  at  New  York,  July  7,  1892. 

In  the  miiUer  of  the  protest,  19034 a-58472,  of  1).  (Jollamore  &  Co.,  against  the  dpcisioti  of  tlie  col- 
Jector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charKeable  on  certain 
paintings  on  porcelain,  imported  per  Alcuka,  November  11,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  five  paintings  on  porcelain,  costing  from  £3  10.»<.  to 
C12  10».  each.  A  representative  sample  of  the  merchandise  is  a  well- 
•executed  oil  painting  on  a  flat  piece  of  porcelain  aboutJ  12  inches  long, 
8  inches  wide,  and  one-fourth  of  an  inch  thick.  The  painting  was  done 
hy  band,  and  the  piece  was  subsequently  glazed  and  fired. 

The  merchandise  was  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent,  as  decorated 
obioa,  and  is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  as  paintings  at  15  per  cent.,  under 
paragraph  465,  N.  T. 

We  find : 

(1)  That  the  articles  in  question  are  not  commercially  known  as 
china,  painted,  or  as  placques. 

(2)  That  china  or  porcelain  is  an  insignificant  element  of  cost  as 
compared  with  the  painting,  and  that  the  painting  is  the  valuable  and 
distinctive  feature. 
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(3)  That  the  articles  are  commonly  used  and  commercially  known  as 
paintings,  and  are  not  susceptible  of  use  otherwise  than  as  paintings. 

The  claim  of  the  appellants  as  to  the  paintings  is  sustained  accord- 
ingly. 

The  claim  as  to  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  act  of  Octol^er  1, 1890, 

is  overruled,  in  accordance  with  G.  A.  203  and  1339. 


(13075.— G.  A.  1580.) 
Vinegar, 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  9,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  orotestfl,  8996  6,  etc.,  of  T.  Roberts  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  ceit&ie 
vinegar,  imported  per  the  vesselia  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Sharkbtts,  General  Appraiser.  . 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  the  merchandise  covered  by  pro 
test  is  vinegar  requiring  45,  50,  and  52  grains  resi)ectively  of  bicar- 
bonate of  potash  to  neutralize  1  ounce  troy  of  vinegar.  Duty  was  as- 
sessed upon  the  merchandise  at  9^,  10^,  and  11|  cents  respectively  per 
wine  gallon  of  measurement.  The  appellants  claim  that  paragraph  327 
of  the  present  act  provides  for  no  greater  duty  upon  vinegar  than  7} 
cents  per  gallon  and  that  duty  in  excess  of  this  amount  was  illegally 
exacted. 

The  issue  before  us  raises  no  question  of  fact  but  turns  upon  a  con- 
struction of  the  statute.  Paragraph  327,  after  providing  for  vinegar  at 
7i  cents  per  gallon,  reads  as  follows:  **The  standard  for  \in^ar  shall 
be  taken  to  be  that  strength  which  requires  35  grains  of  bicarbonate 
of  potash  to  neutralize  1  ounce  troy  of  vinegar.''  We  are  bound  to 
give  some  meaning  to  this  language  of  the  statute.  To  hold  that  Jill 
vinegar,  regardless  of  its  strength,  was  dutiable  at  7  J  cents  per  gallon 
would  be  to  render  nugatory  the  concluding  pro\ision  of  paragraph 
327.  In  the  pending  case  we,  fortunately,  are  not  without  some  ligbi 
as  to  the  intent  of  Congress  in  the  language  used  in  this  statute.  Sec- 
tion 2504,  Revised  Statutes,  imposes  duty  upon  vinegar  at  10  cents  per 
gallon.  SecMon  2517,  Revised  Statutes,  provides  that  the  standard  for 
vinegar  shall  be  taken  to  be  that  strength  which  requires  35  graius  of 
bicarbonate  of  potash  to  neutralize  1  ounce  troy  of  vinegar. 

In  construing  these  vStatutes,  the  Treasury  Department,  under  date 
of  October  3, 1876  (S.  2988),  ruled  that  additional  duty  should  be  levied 
upon  vinegar  in  proportion  to  its  strength  in  excess  of  the  standard 
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named.  This  ruling  wHs  reiterated  iu  subsequent  decisions  by  the 
Treasury  Department  and  has  been  followed  in  the  assessment  of  duty 
npon  this  elas9  of  merchandise  up  to  the  present  time. 

The  act  of  March  3,  1883,  embodied  the  two  sections  of  the  statutes 
relative  to  vinegar  in  one  paragraph  (Heyl,  289)  and  paragraph  327  of 
the  present  act,  although  curtailing  somewhat  the  language  of  para- 
graph Heyl,  289,  'is  substantially  a  reenactment  thereof.  We  do  not 
feel  authorized  to  place  a  different  construction  upon  the  statute  as  to 
vinegar  from  that  placed  thereupon  by  the  Treasury  Department,  fol- 
lowed for  so  many  years  in  the  collection  of  the  revenue  and  which  has 
received  legislative  sanction  in  two  different  acts.  We  accordingly 
overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  action. 


13076.— (G.  A.  1581.) 

Unusual  coverings — Fancy  C€t^8  containing  violin  strings. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisei-s  at  New  York,  July  9,  1892. 

la  Uie  matter  of  the  proteat,  129976-^364,  of  hyon  Sc  Healy,  aoainBt  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  oiutoms  at  Chicago  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  fancy  cases  for 
violin  strings,  unusual  coverings,  imported  per  Teutonic,  August  36, 1891. 

I 

opinion  by  Sbabretts,  Gtneral  Appn»iaer. 

The  protest  in  this  case,  exclusive  of  the  contention  as  to  the  consti- 
tntionality  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  is  laid  against  the  assessment 
of  additional  duty  on  certain  boxes  imported  filled  with  violin  strings, 
claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  the  usual  covering  thefefor,  but  which 
were  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  unusual  coverings,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  section  19,  act  June  10, 1890,  were  assessed  with  duty  by  the 
collector  at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  108,  N.  T.,  as 
manufactures  of  which  glass  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

The  appraiser  reports,  and  in  the  absence  of  proof  to  the  contrary  we 
find  as  a  fact,  that  the  boxes  in  question  are  made  of  pasteboard  and 
glass,  glass  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  and  that  they  have 
four  small  compartments,  one  each  for  E,  A,  D,  and  G  violin  strings. 
These  boxes  are  elaborately  decorated,  and  are  almost  one-third  the 
value  of  their  contents. 

The  Board  has  taken  the  testimony  of  leading  importers  of  musical 
instruments  and  of  merchandise  like  that  in  question  who  are  in  busi- 
ness in  Xew  York  City,  and  based  upon  the  concurrent  testimony  of 
these  witnesses,  which  is  to  the  effect  that  the  boxes  iu  question  are  as 
distinctively  merchandise  as  the  violin  strings  and  were  designed  and 
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intended  not  only  to  promote  the  sale  of  the  strings  bat  to  be  refilled 
with  other  strings  as  those  imported  therein  become  worthless,  we  nialce 
this  additional  finding  of  facts : 

(1)  The  violin  strings  are  of  an  infenor  character,  and  the  boxes  cod- 
taining  the  same  are  of  an  expensive  kind. 

(2)  The  boxes  are  of  an  unusual  form  for  hjolding  cheap  violin  strings, 
and  were  designed  for  use  otherwise  than  in  the  bona  fide  transporta- 
tion of  the  merchandise  to  the  United  States. 

We  overrule  the  protest  as  to  all  the  contentions  raised  therein  by 
the  appellants,  and  affirm  the  action  of  the  collector. 


13077.— (G.  A.  1582.) 

Unusual  coverings — Baskets  for  liquor  m  bottles. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  9,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  125086-8941,  of  Dallemand  A  C3o.,  against  the  decision  of  the  coll<«ior 
of  customs  at  Chicago  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  baskeUJose^l 
for  holding  liquor  in  bottles,  imported  per  Wywning,  November  ^,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Sha&rktts,  OenenU  Appraiser. 

The  articles  in  question  are  straw  baskets  used  for  holding  bottles 
containing  liquors.  These  baskets  were  assessed  with  duty  at  HO  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  460,  N.  T,  The  appellants  claim 
that  they  are  entitled  to  free  entry  as  usual  coverings  for  the  merchan- 
dise contained  therein. 

The  contention  of  the  appellants,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  is  not 
well  founded.  We  find  as  facts  on  the  face  of  the  papers  and  from 
common  knowledge : 

(1)  The  imported  merchandise  is  liquor  contained  in  bottles. 

(2)  The  bottles  are  placed  in  straw  baskets. 

(3)  The  baskets  are  unusual  articles  and  forms  for  holding  liqnor. 
and  were  designed  for  use  otherwise  than  in  the  bona  fide  transiwrta- 
tion  thereof  to  the  United  States.  We  accordingly  overrule  the  pro- 
test and  affirm  the  action  of  the  collector. 


13078.— (<>•  A.  1583.)  j 

Locust-bean  meal.  1 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  9, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  150286^9504,  of  E.  W.  Blatchford  &  Co.,  agrainsttliedeciiiion  of  the  collet- 
tor  of  customs  at  Chicago  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  char^^eable  on  certain  i<x-« 
bean  meal,  imported  per  Lake  Huron,  March  7, 1892. 

Opinion  by  SHARRvrre,  General  Appraiser, 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  invoiced  as  ^* locust- bean  meal.*'    It 
is  claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  free  under  paragraph  699,  N.  T.,  but 
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was  assessed  with  duty  by  the  collector  at  20  x>6r  cent,  ad  valorem  as 
an  uneDnmerated  manufactured  article,  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sion of  section  4,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

From  an  examination  of  the  exhibit  in  the  case  and  ux)on  the  testi- 
mony taken  by  the  Board  relative  thereto,  we  find  as  facts : 

(1)  The  merchandise  consists  of  locust  beans,  which  have  been  taken 
from  the  pod  and  crushed  for  convenience  and  economy  of  tran8i)orta- 
tion. 

(2)  It  is  to  be  ground  into  meal  and  used  in  the  manufacture  of  cat- 
tle food  after  importation. 

(3)  It  is  not  seeds  such  as  are  enumerated  or  provided  for  in  para- 
graph 699  of  the  present  act. 

(4)  The  merchandise  is  not  enumerated  nor  is  it  similar  in  material, 
iiuality,  texture,  or  use  to  which  it  is  to  be  applied,  to  any  article  that 
is  enumerated  in  the  present  act. 

Without  stopping  to  consider  whether  the  merchandise  is  manufao- 
tm^  or  unmanufactured,  we  are  forced  to  hold  the  protest  was  not 
well  founded  and  overrule  the  same ;  hence  the  action  of  collector  must 
stand. 


13079.— (G.  A.  1584.) 

Secondary  protests  invalid. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  9,  189*2. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  22227  a,  22228  a,  and  22229  a,  of  J.  Pullman  &  Co.  and  P.  Wiederer  A. 
Bro.,  afl^ainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount 
of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  cotton  lawns  and  looking-glass  plates.  Imported  per  La  Chank~ 
vogne,  December  2, 1890;  £u«9ia,  February  13, 1891,  and  Scandia,  January  6, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Somesville,  Qtneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  goods  are  of  the  respective  descriptions  given  in 
the  several  invoices  and  other  papers  accompanying  the  cases. 

These  same  importations  were  the  subjects  of  the  several  protests 
referred  to  in  the  collector's  report,  which  came  before  the  Board  of 
General  Appraisers  for  hearing  heretofore,  when  the  Board  sustained 
the  daim  of  the  importers. 

The  papers  in  the  cases  were  transmitted  to  the  collector,  and  the 
entries  were  all  liquidated  by  him  in  accordance  with  the  Board's  de- 
cision in  each  case. 

The  importers  now  seek,  by  a  new  protest  filed  with  the  collector,  to 
challenge  the  correctness  of  the  Board's  decision,  which  was  made  at 
the  first  hearing. 
56 
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Section  14  of  the  act  of  Jane  10,  1890,  makes  all  decisious  of  this 
Board  on  the  classification  of  merchandise  to  be  ^' final  and  conclusive" 
on  all  persons  interested  therein,  ^^  except  in  cases  where  an  application 
shall  be  filed  in  the  circuit  court  within  the  time  and  in  the  manner 
provided  for  in  section  15  of  said  act." 

The  only  remedy  of  the  importers  was  by  api>eal  from  the  Board^s 
decision  to  the  circuit  court,  and  this  they  neglected  to  pursue. 

In  cases  Nos.  22228  a  and  22229  a  the  importers  appeared  before  the 
Board  and  abandoned  their  protests. 

The  protest  in  the  remaining  case  is  overruled,  and  the  collector's 
decision  in  each  of  the  cases  is  affirmed. 


13080.— (G.  A.  1585.) 

Fi^ench  mmtard. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  9, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  133286-345,  of  Pascal,  Dubedat  &  Ck>.,  against  the  decision  of  tlie  col- 
lector of  customs  at  San  Prancisoo  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
preserved  mustard,  French  mustard,  imported  per  MtfLviXU  Inland,  January  9, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts.  Qtr^ral  Appraiur. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  known  commercially  as  French  mus- 
tard, and  is  similar  to  that  described  in  synoptical  decision  of  the 
Treasury  Department  5809,  dated  July  10,  1883.  Duty  was  assessed 
upon  the  French  mustard  covered  by  this  protest  at  10  cents  per 
pound,  under  paragraph  325,  N.  T.,  and  upon  the  bottles  containing  the 
same  at  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  104. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  merchaudiito  is  dutiable  at  45  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  287,  as  a  sauce. 

Turning  to  past  tariff  legislation  with  regard  to  mustard,  we  find  that 
section  2504,  act  of  June  22,  1874,  made  provision  therefor  as  follows : 
*' Mustard,  ground,  in  bulk,  10  cents  per  pound;  when  inclosed  in 
glass  or  tin,  14  cents  per  pound."  The  act  of  March  3,  1883  (Heyl,' 
306),  contains  the  following  provision :  *'  Mustard,  ground  or  preserved 
in  bottles  or  otherwise,  10  cents  per  pound."  It  will  be  seen  that  the 
language  of  the  act  of  1883  '^preserved  in  bottles  or  otherwise '^  takes 
the  place  of  the  phrase  used  in  previous  acts,  of^^when  inclosed  in 
glass  or  tin." 

Mustard  when  ground  (which  would  otherwise  soon  lose  its  strength) 
is  ordinarily  preserved  by  inclosing  it  in  tightly  sealed  cases  or  bottles. 
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It  is  therefore  reasonable  to  suppose  that  the  term  "preserved''  is  to 
be  taken  in  the  sense  of  inclosed,  and  is  not  intended  to  stand  in  the 
place  of  *  *  prepared. ' ' 

The  Treasury  Department  as  long  ago  as  1883  decided  that  French 
mustard  was  dutiable  as  a  sauce,  and  not  as  mustard,  ground.  As  far 
as  we  have  been  able  to  discover,  that  ruling  has  never  been  rescinded, 
but  has  been  generally  followed  at  all  ports  up  to  the  present  time. 
The  language  of  T.  I.,  306,  act  of  March  3,  1883,  is  repeated  without 
alteration  in  x>aragraph  325,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

We  therefore  do  not  feel  warranted  in  disturbing  the  existing  and 
long  continued  practice  relative  to  the  classification  of  these  goods. 

We  find  as  &ct  that  the  merchandise  is  not  mustard,  ground  or  pre- 
served in  bottles  or  otherwise,  but  is  a  sauce. 

The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained. 


Trkasubt  Dbpabtment, 

Document    No.  1536. 

Secreiiiry — CHMtonw. 


TO  COLLECTORS  OF  CUSTOMS. 


TfiEAsuRY  Department, 

Office  of  ihe  Secretary^ 
WashingUyii^  D.  C,  September  1,  1892. 

The  following  decisions  of  the  Department  and  of  the  Board  ol 
United  States  General  Appraisers  at  the  port  of  New  York,  in  the 
months  of  Jufy  and  August,  1892,  upon  the  construction  to  be  given  to 
acts  of  Congress  relating  to  the  tariff,  navigation,  and  other  subject^^ 
are  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  of  the  cus- 
toms and  others  concerned.  The  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers  will  go  into  effect  after  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  thereof,  unless,  in  the  meanwhile,  appeal  has  been  taken  under  the 
provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  in  which  case  you 
will  be  advised,  and  action  will  be  suspended  under  such  decisions  un- 
til the  questions  involved  are  judicially  determined.     (See  circular  of 

November  15,  1890,  Synopsis  10369.) 

CHAELES  FOSTER, 

Secretary^ 

(13081.) 

^dditioTuU  duty  on  a  horse — Advance  in   value  removes  an  importation 

paying  specific^  to  an  ad  valorem  duty. 

Treasury  Department,  August  1,  1892^ 

Sib  *.  The  Department  is  in  receipt  by  reference  from  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Customs  of  your  letter  of  the  22d  ultimo,  in  which  you  inquire 
whether  additional  duty  would  acme  under  section  7,  act  of  June  10, 
1890,  on  a  certain  horse  which  was  entered  at  a  value  of  JjllO,  and  ad- 
vanced, on  appraisement  to  $154,  or  40  per  cent.,  or  whether  the  horse 
in  qnestion  would  only  be  liable  to  the  higher  rate  of  duty  imposed  by 
paragraph  247,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

In  reply^  I  have  to  inform  you  that  as  the  advance  in  value  would 
render  the  horse  in  question  liable  to  duty  at  the  rate  of  30  per  cent. 

67  (843) 
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ad  valorem,  aod  thereby  remove  it  from  the  category  of  goods  paying 
a  specific  rate  of  duty,  the  additional  duty  imposed  for  undervaluation 
by  section  7,  act  of  June  10,  1890,  would  accrue. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(1338  g.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

OoLLECTOR  OF  CUSTOMS,  Suspension  Bridge^  K.  T. 


(13082.) 

Explosive  substances — Storage  of  and  duty  oti. 

» 
Tkeasuby  Department,  August  1,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  2;5th 
ultimo,  in  which  you  request  to  be  advised  as  to  whether  detouatoi> 
<»nnot  be  imported  directly  to  the  port  of  Pittsburg,  and  the  dutie:? 
paid  there. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  law  especially  prohibits  the 
depositing  in  any  bonded  warehouse  of  any  gunpowder,  or  other 
dangerous  or  explosive  substances,  and  excepts  such  articles  from  the 
privileges  of  transpoitation  in  bond.  Such  articles  must,  therefore,  be 
entered  and  the  duties  paid  at  the  port  of  first  arrival. 

In  regard  to  your  question  whether  the  duty  will  be  levied  on  the 
total  value  of  the  invoice,  including  packages,  o^  whether  8uch  duty 
will  accrue  only  on  the  value  of  the  detonators,  I  have  to  state  that 
under  the  provisions  of  section  19  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  duties 
accrue  on  the  merchandise,  including  the  value  of  all  cartons,  cases, 
crates,  boxes,  sacks  and  coverings  of  any  kind,  and  all  other  costs, 
charges  and  expenses  incident  to  placing  the  merchandise  in  condition, 
packed  ready  for  shipment  to  the  United  States. 

As  regards  the  rate  of  duty  imposed  on  such  importations,  pleas? 
see  paragraphs  438  to  442  inclusive,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUKSE, 

(1351  g, )  Assistant  Secretary^ 

^lessrs.  Arthur  Kirk  &  Son,  910  Duquesne  Way^  PittOnirg^  i\i. 
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(13083.) 

Circular. — Officerslon  duty  under  the  Light-House  Establishment, 

Treasuby  Department, 
*  Office  of  the  Light-House  Boards 

Washington^  D.  C,  August  1,  1892. 

The  following  list  of  oflBcers  on  duty  under  the  Light- House  Estab- 
lishment August  1,  1892,  with  the  residence  or  post-office  address  of 
each,  is  published  for  the  information  of  all  concerned : 

MEMBERS  OF  THE  LIGHT-HOUSE  BOARD. 

Hon.  Charles  Foster,  Secretarj^  of  the  Treasury  and  ex  officio  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board,  Treasury  Department,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Rear- Admiral  James  A.  Greer,  U.  S.  Navy,  Chairman,  2010  Hillyer 
Place,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Lieutenant-Colonel  George  H.  Elliot,  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.  8.  A., 
2728  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.  W.,  Washingtop,  D.  C. 

Mr.  Walter  3.  Franklin,  24  Bast  Mount  Vernon  Place,  Baltimore, 
Md. 

Professor  Thomas  C.  Mendenhall,  Superintendent  U.  S.  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Colonel  Oswald  H.  Ernst,  U.  S.  Army,  War  Department,  Wash- 
ington, D,  C. 

Commodore  James-H.  Gillis,  TJ.  S.  Navy,  Avondale,  N.  J. 

Commander  George  W,  Coffin,  U.  S.  !Navy,  Naval  Secretary,  2022 
B  Street,  K  W.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Captain  Frederick  A.  Mahan,  Corps  of  Eugineei-s,  U.  S.  Army, 
JSngineer  Secretary,  1604  K  Street,  N.  W.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

inspectors. 

IM  Dt*^.— Commander  Frank  Wildes,  U.  S.  N.,  Custom-House, 
Portland,  Me. 

2d  JHst. — ^Commander  George  F.  F.  Wilde,  U.  S.  K.,  Post-Office 
Building,  Boston,  Mass. 

3d  JXst. — Captaid  Winfield  S.  Schley,  U.  S.  N.,  Tompkinsville, 
X.  Y.,  P.  O.  Box  2128,  New  York,  ^.  Y. 

4th  l>i«/.— Commander  Purnell  F.  Harrington,  U.  S.  N.,  Post- 
Offioe  Building,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

5<A  jDwf.— Commander  Charles  J.  Train,  U.  S.  N.,  Post-Office 
Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Sth  IHst. — Commander  James  G.  Green,  U.  S.  K,  Custom-House, 
Charleston,  S.  C. 
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7th  Dist — Commander  William  B.  Newman,  U.  S.  N.,  Navy-Yard, 
Pensacola,  Fla. 

8i/i  Dist. — Commander  Dennis  W.  Mullan,  U.  S.  N.,  lOSGi-avier 
Street,  New  Orleans,  La. 

%th  DIM, — Commander  Nicoll  Ludlow,  U.  S.'N.,  Room  1308,  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  Building,  corner  Washington  and  La  Salle  Streets, 
Chicago,  111. 

10th  2>t«f.— Commander  Edwin  T.  Woodwabd,  U.  S.  N.,  Post-Office 
Building,  BuflFalo,  N.  Y. 

11th  Dist — Commander  John  J.  Read,  U.  S.  N.,  80  Griswold  Street, 
Detroit,  Mich^. 

12th  Dist. — Commander  Thomas  Perry,  U.  S.  N.,  Room  77,  Ap- 
praiser's Building,  San  Francisco,  Cal. 

ISth  Dist. — Commander  Oscar  W.  Farenholt,  U.  S.  N.,  corner 
Third  and  Washington  Streets,  Portland,  Or^. 

l^h  2>i5«.— Commander  Edwin  M.  Shepard,  U.  S.  N.,  Post-Office 
Building,  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

X5th  JXd. — Commander  William  C.  Wise,  U.  S.  N.,  New  Custom- 
House,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

16th  Dist, — Lieut. -Commander  Robert  M.  Berry,  U.  S,  N.,  Custom- 
House,  Memphis,  Tenn. 

engineers. 

1st  !>«<.— Major  William  R.  Livermore,  U.  S.  A.,  Rooms  141  and 
142,  Post-Office  Building,  Boston,  Mass. 

2d  DisL — Major  William  R.  Livermore,  U.  S.  A.,  Rooms  141  and 
142,  Post-Office  Building,  Boston,  Mass. 

M  Dm*.— Major  David  P.  Heap,  U.  S.  A.,  Tompkinsville,  Staten 
Island,  N.  Y. 

4^^  Dwf.— Captain  Edward  Maguire,  U.  S.  A.,  Post-Office  Build- 
ing, Philadelphia,  Pa. 

bthDiat — Captain  Eric  Bergland,  U.  S.  A.,  Post-Office  Building, 
Baltimore,  Md. 

6th  i>i«<.— Captain  Eric  Bergland,  U.  S.  A.,  Post-Office  Building, 
Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Southern  Wharf,  Charleston,  S.  C. 

7/^  i>w<.— Major  James  B.  Quinn,  U.  S.  A.,  63  Carondelet  Street, 
New  Orleans,  La. 

%th  I>i«<.— Major  James  B.  Quinn,  U.  S.  A.,  63  Carondelet  Stre^, 
New  Orleans,  La. 

9<A  i>Mf.— Colonel  Orlando  M.  Poe,  XJ.  S.  A.,  18  Bagley  Street, 
Detroit,  Mich. 
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lOth  Dm^.— Lieut. -Colonel  Jared  A.  SMrrH,  U.  S.  A.,  Hickok  Build- 
ing, 186  Euclid  Avenue,  corner  of  Btie  Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

nth  Dwf.— Colonel  Orlando  M.  Poe,  U.  S.  A.,  18  Bagley  Street, 
Detroit,  Mich. 

12/A  Dw^.— Major  William  H.  Heuer,  U.  S.  A.,  Boom  89,  Flood 
Bailding,  San  Francisco,  Cal. 

13^A  I>Mt. — Major  Thomas  H.  Handbury,  U.  S.  A.,  73  Fourth  Street, 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Uih  Digt. — ^Major  Amos  Stickney,  XJ.  S.  A.,  Custom-House,  Cincin- 
nati, Ohio. 

15th  JHst. — Lieut. -Colonel  Charles  B.  Suter,  U.  S.  A.,  1515  Lucas- 
Place,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

%Wi  IHst. — Lieut. -Colonel  Charles  E.  Suter,  TJ.  S.  A.,  1515  Lucas 
Place,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

JAMES  A.  GBEEB, 
Rear-Admiml,  U.  8.  JV.,  Chah^man. 
'  George  W.  Coffin, 

Commander^  U.  8.  N.,  Naval  Secretary. ' 
Frederick  A.  Mahan, 

Captain^  TJ.  8.  A.,  Engineer  Secretary. 
Approved : 

Charles  Foster, 

Secretary. 


(13084.) 

Impartation  of  horses  for  temporary  purposes. 

Treasury  Department,  August  1,  1892. 

Sir  :  Beferring  to  your  letter  of  the  23d  ultimo,  in  the  matter  of 
bonding  horses  brought  into  your  port  for  exhibition  purposes,  I  have 
to  inform  you  that  the  Department  is  in  receipt  by  reference  from  Hon. 
J.  E.  Whiting,  of  a  letter  from  Chas.  Wellman,  of  the  Agricultural 
Driving  Park  Association,  in  which  he  states  that  great  difficulty  is 
experienced  in  getting  horses,  etc.,  collected  together  in  Canada,  so  as 
to  bring  them  over  at  one  time,  and  requests  that  such  horses  may  be 
allowed  to  cross,  say,  for  two  or  three  days,  descriptions  thereof  being 
taken  by  the  proper  customs  officers,  and  when  all  ai-e  over  an  invoice 
be  procured  for  the  whole  lot  and  due  entry  made  and  bond  given  to 
secure  their  return  to  Canada. 
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If,  iu  your  opiniou,  this  method  may  be  adopted  without  detriment 
to  the  revenue,  the  Department  will  interpose  no  objection  thereto  aud 
you  will  therefore  pleased  be  governed  accordingly. 

Respectfully,  *  L.  CROUNSE, 

(1148  g.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

0OLf.ECTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  Fort  Huvoft,  Mich. 


(13085.) 

Circular, — Secretaries  special  deposit  accounts. 

Treasury  Department,  August  2,  1892. 

Secretary's  Special  Deposit  Account  No.  1. 

Moneys  deposited  on  account  of  ofifer  of  compromise  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3229,  Revised  Statutes  of  the  Unit/cd  States,  in  any 
case  of  violation  of  internal -revenue  laws  before  proceedings  have  been 
commenced,  and  when  commenced  but  not  prosecuted  to  final  judg- 
ment, should  be  credited  to  the  Secretary's  Special  Deposit  Account 
No.  1.  Every  deposit  to  the  credit  of  Account  No.  1  should  be  in  the 
name  of  the  collector  of  internal -revenue  for  the  district  in  which  the 
case  arose.  Transcripts  of  this  account  should  be  rendered  at  the  close 
of  each  month  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue, 

Secretary's  Special  Deposit  Account  No.  3. 

Moneys  deposited  on  account  of  *' guarantee  of  faithful  x)erformance 
of  a  contract,"  *' effects  of  deceased  seamen  who  died  in  a  marine  hos- 
pital," and  on  account  of  ''violation  of  the  alien-contract  labor  laws," 
should  be  credited  to  the  Secretary's  Special  Deposit  Account  No.  3. 
Transcripts  of  this  account  should  be  rendered  at  the  close  of  each 
month  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Secretary's  Special  Deposit  Account  No.  5. 

Moneys  deposited  in  internal-revenue  cases  after  judgment  has  beew 
rendered,  and  all  other  sums  deposited  as  offers  of  compromise  of  any 
claim  in  favor  of  the  United  States  under  the  provisions  of  section 
3469,  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  should  be  credited  to  the 
Secretary's  Special  Deposit  Account  No.  5.  Every  deposit  to  the 
credit  of  Account  No.  5  should  be  in  the  name  of  the  proponent- 
Transcripts  of  this  account  should  be  rendered  at  the  close  of  each 
month  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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^  I 

Before  issuing  certificates^  the  depositary  will  obtain  from  the  depositor  in 

eac^  ease  such  information  as  iciU  enable  him  to  determine  in  which  account 

the  ammint  should  be  credited, 

CHAELES  FOSTER, 

Secretary. 


(13086.) 
Retention  of  samples  of  tobacco. 

Treasury  Department,  August  2,  1892. 

Sir:  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  tlie28tb  ultimo, 
in  which  you  state  that  the  local  appraiser  at  your  port  has  on  hand 
a  considerable  quantity  of  samples  of  "filler''  tobacco  taken  from  time 
to  time  from  importations  at  your  port,  on  which  no  protest  is  pend- 
ing, and  in  regard  to  which  no  question  has  thus  far  been  raised,  and 
you  inquire,  first,  how  long  samples  in  such  cases  should  be  retained, 
and,  second,  whether  they  should  finally  be  returned  to  the  importer. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  samples  of  this  character  should 

only  be  retained  as  long  as  some  question  in  regard  to  the  importation 

remains  undetermined,  and  that  they  should  be  finally  returned  to  the 

importer. 

EespectfuUy  yours, 

L.  CEOUNSE, 

(1359 p.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

SURVTEYOR   OF  CUSTOMS,  St,  Louis,  Mo, 


(13087.) 
*'Stntions  of  the  Cross^^ — Free  entry  of,  for  Church  of  the  Holy  Redeemer. 

Treasury  Department,  August  2,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  6th  ultimo, 
transmitting  warehouse  and  transportation  entrj^  No.  138,  dated  St. 
Albans,  June  28,  which  covers  certain  *' Stations  of  the  Cross/'  in- 
tended for  the  Church  of  the  Holy  Redeemer,  New  York  City,  and  for- 
warded to  New  York  under  bond. 

You  state  that  the  oath  prescribed  by  the  Department  circular  No.  54, 
of  June  8,  1889,  was  not  filed  at  the  time  of  entry  at  St.  Albans,  and 
that  no  evidence  w^as  then  presented  to  show  that  the  merchandise  was 
specially  imported  for  the  use  of  a  church,  and  you  therefore  request 


^^w 
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the  instnictious  of  this  Department  as  to  whether  or  not  it  will  be 
proper  for  you  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the  collector  at  Isew 
York  to  amend  the  entry,  evidence  having  now  been  submitted  that 
the  merchandise  is  specially  imported  for  the  church  above  named. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  inasmuch  as  the  merchandise 
was  not  finally  entered  until  it  reached  New  York,  the  Department 
perceives  no  objection  to  amending  the  entry  as  suggested  by  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  that  port,  and  you  are,  therefore,  hereby  author- 
ized to  amend  the  same  accordingly. 

Eespectfullv  yours, 

L.  CROUNSi; 

(1222  g, )  Assistant  Secf-etary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Burlington,  T7. 


(13088.)  , 

Ocean  bill  of  Jading,  entry  of  goods  by  consignees  under — Oioiership  of  im- 

mediate -transportation  goods. 

Treasury  Department,  August  2,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  duly  received  your  letters  of  the  1st  and  28th 
ultimo,  further  in  relation  to  the  question  whether  certain  merchandise 
consigned  by  ocean  bill  of  lading  to  Messi^.  G.  W.  Sheldon  &  Co.,  at 
New  York,  and  transported  thence  to  your  port  under  an  immediate 
transportation  entry,  can  be  entered  by,  and  delivered  to,  Mr.  Antonio 
Schiaro,  of  your  city,  to  whom  said  merchandise  is  consigned  on  said 
entry  by  Messrs.  Sheldon  &  Co. 

It  appears  that  upon  a  presentation  of  the  'question  in  June  last 
the  Department  informed  you,  by  a  letter  dated  June  21,  1892,  that 
'4t  recognizes  the  right  of  any  consignee  to  be  forwarder  or  other- 
wise to  transfer,  by  indorsement,  the  ownei-ship  of  any  bill  of  lading 
drawn  to  his  order ;''  but  that,  inasmuch  as  the  merchandise  in  ques 
tion  is  not  transferred  to  Mr.  Schiaro  by  '*auy  bill  of  lading,"  you  de- 
sire to  be  further  instructed  in  the  matter. 

Upon  an  inspection  of  the  invoice  submitted  with  your  letter  of  the 
1st  ultimo,  it  appears  that  while  Cincinnati  is  therein  named  as  the 
port  of  final  destination,  no  other  consignee  is  indicated  than  G.  W. 
Sheldon  &  Co. 

The  Department,  therefore,  concurs  with  you  in  the  opinion  that  the 
transfer  of  the  ownership  of  the  merchandise  from  G.  W.  Sheldon  & 
Co.  by  their  indorsement  on  the  immediate- transportation  entry  to 
Antonio  Schiaro  is  not  strictly  the  transfer  contemplated  by  the  regu- 
lations. 
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If,  however,  you  have  no  reason  to  apprehend  any  contest  on  the  part 

of  Messrs.  Sheldon  &  Co.  as  to  the  binding  effect  upon  thein  of  such 

transfer,  you  may  allow  the  final  entry  to  be  made  by  Mr.  Schiaro. 

Bespectfnlly  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(1080^.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

SuRVBYOK  OF  CUSTOMS,  OinctnyuUi,  Ohio. 


(13089.) 

(Hrcular. — Des  Moines,  Iowa,  constituted  a  port  of  delivery  for  goods  en- 
tered under  immediate  transportation  act. 

Treasury  Department,  August  3,  1892. 

To  Collectors  aitd  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

The  following  act  of  Congress,  approved  April  7,  1892,  constituting 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  a  port  of  delivery  under  the  immediate- transporta- 
tion act,  is  published  for  your  information  and  guidance. 

L.  CROUNSE, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


AN  ACT  establishing  a  port  of  delivery  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  Des  Moines,  in  the  State 
of  Iowa,  be,  and  is  hereby,  constituted  a  port  of  delivery,  and  that  the 
privileges  of  the  seventh  section  of  the  act  approved  June  tenth,  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighty,  governing  the  transportation  of  dutiable  merchan- 
dise without  appraisement,  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  extended  to 
said  port 

Sec.  2.  That  there  shall  be  appointed  a  surveyor  of  customs  to  re- 
side at  said  port,  whose  salary  shall  be  the  usual  fees  and  commissions. 

Approved,  April  7,  1892.  ^ 


^  (13090.) 

« 

Circular. — Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  a  poH  of  delivery. 

Trea>sury  Department,  August  3,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

The  following  act  of  Congress,  approved  March  26,  1892,  establishing 
Council  Bluffe,  Iowa,  as  a  port  of  delivery,  is  published  for  your  infor- 
mation and  guidance. 

L.  CROUXSE, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
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AN  ACT  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  a  port  of  delivery  at  Conneil  Bluffe,  Iowa. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Hatise  of  B^resentaiives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled^  That  Council  Bluffe,  in  the  Slate 
of  Iowa,  be,  and  hereby  is,  established  as  a  port  of  delivery,  in  the 
customs  collection  district  of  New  Orleans,  and  that  a  surveyor  of 
customs  shall  be  appointed  for  said  port. 
Approved,  March  26,  1892. 


(13091.) 
Value  offlonn  of  Austyia. 

Tkeasury  Department,  August  3, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  26th  ultimo, 
requesting  specific  instructions  as  to  the  treatment  of  certain  invoices 
covering  importations  from  Austria-Hungary. 

You  transmit  entry  Xo.  115,056,  with  accompanying  invoice  and  bill 
of  lading,  covering  an  importation  of  ivory  buttons  of  the  total  value 
as  given  in  the  invoice  of  514  Austrian  silver  florins. 

You  state  that  the  appraiser  returned  the  entered  (and  in  voice)  valne 
without  addition,  and  that  the  .question  is  as  to  the  conversion  of  the 
currency  into  United  States  money. 

You  further  state  that.in  view  of  the  footnote  in  the  Circular  No.  101 
of  July  1,  1892,  which  declares  "silver  the  nominal  standard,  paper 
the  actual  standard,  the  depreciation  of  which  is  measured  by  the  gold 
standard,"  your  office  has  taken  upon  entry  the  florin  at  $0,482  (the 
value  of  the  gold  florin  as  proclaimed  in  said  circular),  but  is  in  doubt 
whether,  in  the  presence  of  the  certification  by  the  consul  that  the  value 
is  in  silver  florins,  such  conversion  may  be  maintained. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  state  that  inasmuch  as  the  silver  florin  of  Austria 
is  only  a  nominal  standard,  and  that  the  only  actual  standard  is  the 
gold  florin,  all  florins,  whether  designated  in  invoices  from  Austria- 
Hungary  as  ''Austrian  florins,''  **  silver  florins,"  or  **pape^  florins," 
when  not  accompanied  with  consular  certificates  of  depreciation  from 
the  gold  standard,  must  be  taken  as  of  equal  value,  viz.,  $0,482. 

I  return  herewith  the  invoice  and  entry  submitted  with  your  letten 
and  inclose  for  your  information  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  this  day 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  regard  to  certificates  of  depreciation  of 
Austrian  currencies. 

Kespectfnlly  yours,  L.  CROUNSE; 

(1201  g,)  Assistant  Secretary*  • 

Collector  of  Customs,  Keto  Yorli. 
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(13092.)     > 

r 

Additional  duties  on  monuments. 

Treasury  Department,  August  4,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  report  of  the  29th  altimo^ 
upon  the  application  of  Messrs.  E.  M.  Wolflf  &Co.,  of  Mansfield,  Ohio, 
for  relief  &om  the  payment  of  additional  daties  on  an  importation  of 
eighty-three  cases  of  monuments  on  April  15  last. 

It  api)ears  from  the  papers  submitted  in  this  case  that  the  agent  of 
the  above-named  firm  filed  with  the  United  States  consul  at  Aberdeen, 
Scotland,  a  correct  invoice  and  sworn  statement,  but  that  in  copies  of 
said  invoice,  one  of  which  was  sent  to  the  United  States  appraiser  at 
your  port,  errors  were  made  in  the  transcription  of  the  values  of  cer- 
tain monuments,  and  such  errors  were  discovered  by  the  appraiser 
when  he  made  examination  of  the  goods;  that  he  therefore  requested 
the  importers  to  furnish  him  with  manufacturers'  bills  and  correct 
specifications,  and  that  the  values  appearing  on  these  bills  were  found 
to  lie  correct. 

You  report  ttiat  a  comparison  of  the  triplicate  invoice  on  file  in  your 
office  with  the  invoices  used  by  the  importers  in  making  entry  show 
that  certain  items  do  not  agree  with  the  triplicate  invoice,  which  is 
correct. 

You  recommend  that  as  the  triplicate  invoice  correctly  describes  the 
merchandise  contained  in  the  various  packages  that  said  invoice  should 
he  accepted  as  the  basis  for  determining  whether,  inasmuch  as  the  value 
of  some  of  the  goods  was  advanced,  and  some  reduced,  there  is  an  ad- 
vance of  more  than  10  per  cent,  or  not. 

In  view  of  the  facts  in  this  case  the  Department  approves  your  recom- 
mendation, and  you  are  authorized  to  take  action  accordingly  and  re- 
port the  result  to  the  Department. 

In  r^ard  to  the  applicants'  claim  for  an  allowance  of  12s.  and  M. 
per  ton  for  freight  from  Aberdeen  to  Glasgow,  the  appraiser  reports 
that  the  reason  why  this  amount  was  disallowed  was  because  such  de- 
duction would  reduce  the  prices  below  those  given  in  the  manufac- 
turer's bills,  which  prices  are  for  goods  delivered  free  on  the  cai'S  at 
Aberdeen,  but  that  an  allowance  of  Ss,  per  ton  was  made  for  cartage 
in  Aberdeen. 

As  the  decision  of  the  appraiser  in  regard  to  the  foreign  market  value 
of  these  goods  is  final  and  conclusive,  in  the  absence  of  a  call  for  reap- 
praisement,  provided  by  section  13  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  and  as 
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the  addition  of  the  said  charges  to  the  dutiable  value  of  the  goods  does 

not  constitute  a  manifest  clerical  error,  the  Department  has  no  power 

to  reduce  said  value. 

EespectfuUy  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(Bern.  5285. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

COLLECTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  New  York. 


(13093.) 
Abandonment  of  damaged  salt. 

Tbeasury  Department,  August  4,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  30th  ultimo, 
in  which  you  inclose  the  application  of  Messrs.  Morse  &  Co.,  for  a  re- 
fund of  the  duty  levied  on  a  cargo  of  salt  recently  imported  bj'  them 
from  Cura^oa,  W.  I.,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  dirty  and  discoloi^ed  and 
unfit  for  the  use  for  which  it  was  imported,  viz,,  for  grinding  for  dairy 
and  table  use. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  no  allowance  can*be  made  for  the 

damaged  condition  of  the  salt  in  question  in  view  of  the  requirements 

of  section  23,  act  of  June  10, 1890,  but  if  the  salt  in  question  is  damaged 

to  the  extent  of  10  per  cent,  of  its  value,  it  may  be  abandoned  by  the 

importers  under  the  provisions  of  said  section,  if  such  abandonment  i^ 

made  within  the  time  prescribed  therein,  viz,  within  ten  days  after 

entry. 

Respectfully  vours, 

L.  CROUIs^SE, 

(1350^.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

COJLLEOTOR  OF  CUSTOMS,  Bangor,  Me. 


(13094. ) 
Amencan  goods  taken  abroad  and  dyed  and  finished  not  entitledio  free  entry. 

Treasury  Department,  August  4,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the3wL 
ultimo,  in  which  you  state  that  you  have  imported  a  case  containiug 
eight  pieces  of  dress  goods,  per  Albingia,  into  the  port  of  Kew  York 
from  Hamburg,  that  these  goods  are  of  American  manufacture,  and  were 
taken  abroad  as  passengers-  baggage  by  Mr.  Wm.  Schulze.  manager  of 


855 

Glenlyon  Dye  Works,  Saylesville,  R.  I.,  to  be  dyed  aud  finished,  and 
yon  ask  that  the  goods  may  be  admitted  to  free  entry,  notwithstanding: 
your  inability  to  produce  record  evidence  of  exportation. 

Paragraph  493  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  provides  for  the  free 
entry  of  articles  the'growth,  produce,  and  manufacture  of  the  United 
States,  when  returned  after  having  been  exported,  without  having beeu 
advanced  in  value  or  improved  in  condition. 

Inasmuch  as  it  appears  from  your  statement  that  the  goods  in  ques- 
tion were  taken  abroad  to  be  dyed  and  finished,  and  as  such  purpose^ 
is  presumed  to  have  been  accomplished,  the  goods  were  probably  ad- 
vance<l  in  value  and  have  become  dutiable. 

As  at  present  advised  the  Department  can  not  grant  your  request. 
Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSB, 
(1369^.)  AHmtant  Secretary^ 

Messrs.  Dingelstedt  &  Co.,  New  York. 


(13095.) 
Invoices  of  articUa  of  tourists  in  Asia,  shipped  for  account  of 

Treasury  Department,  August  4,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  lettei*  of 
the  23d  ultimo,  inclosing  for  my  consideration  a  copy  of  dispatch  No. 
171,  from  the  consul  at  Hong  Kong,  relative  to  shipments  of  various 
articles  purchased  by  American  travelers  in  Asia,  for  their  own  use. 

It  api)ears  that  it  has  become  customary  at  Hong  Kong  for  certain 
dealers  to  ship,  for  account  of  the  owners,  articles  purchased  by  trav- 
elers at  various  places  in  Asia,  and  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  ship- 
I)ers  in  such  ca.«^s  to  name  in  the  invoices  the  places  where,  and  the 
l»€rsons  from  whom,  the  various  articles  were  purchased,  and  the  con- 
sal  suggests  that  he  may  be  authorized  in  such  cases  to  leave  in  blank 
the  spaces  provided  in  the  forms  of  invoices  for  the  insertion  of  such 
particulars. 

As  the  particulars  in  question  are  required  only  for  purposes  of  veri- 
fication of  the  prices  stated  in  the  invoices,  this  Department  is  inclined 
to  the  opinion  that  the  course  suggested  by  the  consul  may  properly  be 
adopted  in  all  cases  of  the  above  description,  where  he  has  no  reason 
^0  suspect  undervaluation. 

Respectfully  yours, 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

(1323^.)  Secretary., 

The  Hon.  Thjb  Secretary  of  State. 


856 

(130%.) 

Materials  takmi  fr<yni  foreign  vessel  condemned  in  United  Slates  port  not 

dutiajble. 

w 

Tbeabury  Depaktment,  August  4, 1892. 

Sib:  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  1st  instant  relative  to  the  Portu- 
guese bark  Maria  LHa,  now  at  your  port,  which  has  been  condemned 
as  unseaworthy  and  is  to  be  sold  at  auction  and  broken  up,  I  have  to 
Inform  you  that  under  the  Department's  decisions,  Synopsis  563  and 
7807,  the  material  taken  from  said  vessel  would  not  be  considered  as 
an  importation,  and  would  not  be  liable  to  duty. 

Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(1380  g. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  Bedford^  Mass.  \ 


(13097.) 
Bottles  containing  still  xmne  not  subject  to  additional  duttf. 

Treasury  Department,  August  4,  1892, 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  30th  ultimo,  I  have  to  inform  you 

that  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  336,  act  of  October  1,  189<l 

bottles  containing  still  wine  are  not  subject  to  the  additional  duty  o('^ 

cents  each. 

Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROXJNSE, 

(1374  g. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

Surveyor  of  Customs,  Spnjigfield,  Mass, 


(13098.) 
Consular  invoices  for  rafts  of  logs  shipped  from  Canada  across  the  Lakes. 

Treasury  Department,  August  5,  1S92. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  29th  ultimo,  inclosing  for  my  consideration  a  copy  of  dispatch 
No.  86,  of  the  25th  ultimo,  from  the  commercial  agent  at  Waubausheue. 
wherein  the  question  is  presented  wliether  rafts  of  saw  logs  shipped 
from  Canada  across  the  Lakes  to  the  United  States,  being  exempt  from 
duty,  are  subject  to  the  requirements  of  certified  invoices. 
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« 

In  reply,  I  would  state  that  under  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  the 
act  of  June  10,  1890,  no  merchandise  exceeding  $100  in  value,  except 
personal  baggage,  can  be  admitted  to  entry  without  a  duly  authenti- 
cated invoice,  or  a  bond  for  the  production  of  such  invoice. 

Respectfally  yours, 

A.  B.  NETTLETON, 

(1.%1  g.)  Acting  Secretary, 

To  the  Hon.  The  Secketaby  of  State. 


(13099.) 

Circular. — West  Foini,  Va,,  a  subpart  of  entry  and  delivery  in  the  collection 

district  of  Richmond^  Ya, 

Trea>sury  Department,  August  5,  1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  CvMoms: 

The  following  act  of  Congress,  approved  June  4,  1892,  establishing 
West  Point,  Va.,  a  subport  of  entry  and  delivery  in  the  collection  dis- 
trict of  Richmond,  Va.,  is  published  for  your  information  and  guidance. 

L.  CROUNSE, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


-VN  ACT  to  establish  West  Point,  Virginia,  a  subport  of  entry  and  delivery  in  the 

collection  district  of  Richmond,  Virginia. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  Ameiica  in  Congress  assembled,  That  West  Point,  in  said  col- 
lection district,  be,  and  hereby  is,  constituted  a  subport  of  entry  in  said 
collection  district,  and  that  a  deputy  collector  and  such  other  oflSicers 
of  the  customs  as  maybe  deemed  necessary  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  shall  be  detailed  from  the  officers  now  in  the  service  to  reside 
at  said  subport,  and  that,  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Richmond,  the  deputy  collector  at  said  subport  is  hereby 
authorized  to  enter  and  clear  vessels,  receive  entries,  collect  duties, 
Jees,  and  other  moneys,  and  generally  to  perform  the  functions  pre- 
scribed by  law  for  collectors  of  customs. 

Sec.  2.  That  all  acts  or  parts  of  acta  in  conflict  with  the  provisions 
of  this  act  are  hereby  repealed. 

Approved,  June  4,  1892. 


(13100.) 
DuiiabU  xoeight  of  tobacco  on  withdrawal  from  warehoiise  for  consumption. 

Treasury  Department,  August  6,  1892. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  3d  instant,  in  regard  to  the  dutiable 
weight  of  tobacco  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for  consumption,  I  have 


858 

to  state  that  d^cisioiis  Synopsis  12614  and  G.  A.  1560  govern  in  such 

matters,  Synopsis  12474  being  overruled  thereby. 

Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 

(1392^.)  Assistatit  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Baltimore^  Md. 


(18101.) 
Drawback  on  coaJ,  etc. 

Treasury  Department,  August  6, 1892. 

Sir:  In  answer  to  the  question  submitted- in  your  communication 
of  the  3d  instant,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  Department  holds,  in 
accordance  with  an  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General,  dated  November 
17,  1890,  *Hhat  so  much  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  Schedule  N,  sun- 
dries, as  relates  to  drawback  upon  coal,  bituminous  and  shale,  ifi  re- 
pealed by  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,''  and  consequently  that  no  draw- 
back of  the  duties  paid  on  coal  which  was  subsequently  shipped  for 
use  as  fuel  on  any  vessels  can  be  allowed. 

RespectfuUv  yours, 

L.  CROUNSB, 

(6024/)  Assistant  Secretary, 

General  N.  L.  Jeffries,  Washington,  D.  C. 


(13102.) 
Paintings  of  International  Art  Association — Free  efUry  of. 

Treasury  Department,  August  6, 1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the 
1st  instant,  in  which  you  state  that  the  International  Art  Association, 
incorporated  under  the  laws  of  Great  Britain,  is  the  owner  of  a  gallery 
of  paintings  which  it  desires  to  exhibit  in  this  country,  and  you  inqnire 
what  will  be  necessary  to  secure  the  admission  free  of  duty  under  para 
graph  758,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  said  provision  of  law  exempts 
from  duty  works  of  art,  drawings,  engravings,  paintings,  statuary,  etc.. 
imported  for  exhibition  by  an  association  established  in  good  faith  and 
duly  authorized  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  StatCj  ex- 
presslj^  and  solely  for  the  promotion  and  encouragement  of  science» 
art,  or  industry,  and  not  intended  for  sale. 
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If  the  collection  of  paintings  referred  to  should  be  imported  by  a 
society  of  the  character  specified  in  said  paragraph,  it  would  be  entitled 
to  exemption  from  duty,  but  the  fact  that  it  is  owned  by  an  association 
ineoporated  under  the  laws  of  Great  Britain  would  not  bring  it  within 
the  purview  of  said  provision  of  law. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUN8E, 
(1356  g. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Owen,  Gray  &  Sturges, 

71  WaU  StreeU  Neio  York. 


(13103.) 

« 

Protest  does  not  lie  against  informality  of  appraisement  of  merchandise  ^ 

remedy^  if  any  ^  to  he  found  at  common  law. 

Treasury  Department,  August  6,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  29th  ultimo, 
in  which  you  request  a  reconsideration  of  the  Department's  decision  of 
the  lf)th  ultimo,  approving  the  action  of  the  collector  at  Port  Huron 
in  refusing  to  forward  to  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  for  its  con- 
sideration certain  protests  filed  by  you  against  his  assessment  of  duty 
on  certain  importations  of  blueberries. 

You  state  that  the  protest  is  against  the  amount  of  duties  assessed 
and  exacted  by  the  collector  upon  the  blueberries  in  question,  but  that 
it  is  in  fact  a  protest  against  the  value  upon  which  duty  is  assessed,  on 
the  ground  that  there  had  never  been  any  valid  legal  ascertainment  or 
appraisement  of  the  value  of  the  goods  over  and  above  that  expressed 
in  the  invoice,  or,  in  other  words,  that  the  appraisement  proceedings 
were  void  because  not  made  according  to  the  requirements  of  law. 

In  reply,  I  would  state  that  the  statutes  do  not  provide  a  remedy  by 
protest  against  the  alleged  informality  of  the  appraisement  of  the  mer- 
chandise, and  the  Department,  therefore,  must  decline  to  reconsider  its 
decision,  leaving  you  to  your  remedy,  if  any,  at  common  law. 
Respectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 
(1212^.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

G.W.  Black,  Esq.,  Port  Huron,  Mich. 
58 
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(13104.) 
Impo7'tatio7i  of  gold  dust,  entry  of. 

Treasury  Department,  Avgud  6, 1S92. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  yonr  report  of  the  26th  ultimo, 
by  indorsement,  on  the  letter  of  James  Moorkens,  of  Ensenada  detodos 
Santos,  B,  C,  Mexico,  as  to  the  requirement  of  a  consular  invoice  and 
entry  of  certain  seventy  ounces  of  gold  dust  brought  by  him  into  your 
port  foy  the  purpose  of  purchasing  goods. 

You  report  that  Mr.  Moorkens  made  no  repoil  of  the  gold  in  his 
jx^ssession  to  the  insi)ector  at  the  time  of  arrival,  and  that  he  was  re- 
quested to  call  and  make  entry  of  the  same,  and  was  informed  that  he 
must  make  entry  of  all  his  importations  of  gold,  or  he  would  render 
himself  liable  to  a  fine,  etc. ;  that  a  large  amount  of  gold  dust  is  im- 
ported at  your  port  from  Lower  California,  and  considei'able  difficulty 
is  experienced  in  obtaining  information  as  to  the  correct  amount;  but 
that  there  were  no  charges  imposed  on  Mr.  Moorkens.  and  that  he  i> 
mistaken  as  to  the  requirement  of  a  consular  invoice. 

In  regard  thereto,  1  would  state  that,  as  the  article  in  question  is  ex- 
empt from  duty,  and  no  consular  invoice  is  required,  the  Department 
is  of  the  opinion  that  no  formal  entry  thereof  should  be  required  iu 
cafies  where  it  is  brought  into  the  United  States  by  passengers  ou 
their  persons,  but  that,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  statistics  of  imi)or- 
tations,  they  should  be  required  to  report  to  the  inspector  the  amount 
of  gold  in  their  i)ossessiou. 

You  will  hereafter  please  communicate  with  the  Department  by 
letter  and  not  by  indorsement. 

Respectfully  youi-S,  L.  CROUNSE, 

(1136  ^.)  Assistant  Secretw^^ 

Collector  of  Customs,  Sari  Diego,  Cal. 


(13105. ) 

Circular, — Privileges  of  traiisjjortaiion   of  dutiable  merchandise   without 
appraisement  extended  to  the  port  of  Dunkirk,  N.  F. 

Treasury  Department,  August  9,  1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

The  following  act  of  Congress,  approved  July  27,  1892,  extending 
the  privileges  of  the  titinspoilation  of  dutiable  merchandise  without 
appraisement  to  the  port  of  Dunkirk,  X.  Y.,  is  published  for  your  in- 
formation and  guidance. 

L.  CROUKSE, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
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A}f  ACT  to  extend  the  privileges  of  the  transportation  of  dutiable  merchandise  with- 
out appraisen^ent  to  the  port  of  Dunkirk,  New  York. 

Be  U  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  a^embled^  That  the  privileges  of  the  sev- 
enth s^tiou  of  the  act  approved  June  tenth,  eighteen  hundred  and 
eighty,  governing  the  transpoitation  of  dutiable  merchandise  without 
appraisement,  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  extended  to  the  port  of 
Dunkirk,  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

Approved,  July  27,  1892. 


(13106). 

Circular. — Immediate  transportation  of  dutiable  goods  from  Fernandtna^ 

Fla. 

Treasury  Department,  August  9,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

The  following  act  of  Congress,  approved  July  14,  1892,  extending  the 
privileges  of  the  first  section  of  the  immediate-transportation  act  of 
June  10,  1880,  to  the  port  of  Fernandina,  Fla.,  is  published  for  your 
information  and  guidance. 

L.  CEOUNSE, 
Assistant  Secretai*y. 


AN  ACT  to  amend  an  act  entitled  '*  An  act  to  amend  the  statutes  in  relation  to  imme- 
diate transportation  of  dutiable  goods,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  tenth, 
anno  Domini,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  by  extending  the  privileges  of  the  first 
>«ection  thereof  to  the  port  of  Fernandina,  Fla. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled^  That  the  privileges  of  the  first 
section  of  the  act  approved  June  tenth,  anno  Domini  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  eighty,  entitled  **An  act  to  amend  the  statutes  in  relation 
to  immediate  transportation  of  dutiable  goods,  and  for  other  purposes," 
be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  extended  to  the  port  of  Fernandina,  Fla. 

Approved,  July  14,  1892. 


(13107.) 

Explosive  substances  excepted   from   privileges  of  warehousing  acts  and 

immediate  transportation. 

Treasury  Department,  Augxist  9,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  2d  instant,  I  have  to  in- 
form you  that,  under  the  provisions  of  section  2962,  Revised  Statutes, 
gunpowder,  and  other  explosive  substances,  except  firecrackers,  are 
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excepted  from  the  privileges  of  the  warehousing  acts,  and  explosive 
articles  are  also  excepted  from  the  priv^ileges  of  immediate  transporta- 
tion in  bond,  by  the  first  section  of  the  act  of  June  10,  18S0. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

L.  CROUNSE, 
(1351  g, )  Assistant  Secretary. 

Messrs.  A..  Kiek  &  Son,  910  Duquesne  Way,  Pittsburg^  Pa. 


(13108.) 

Wheat  impoHed  by  Commissionei^  of  Agriculture  for  ArJcanms  for  free 

distribution,  dutiable. 

Treasury  Department,  August  9, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  5th  instant, 
in  whfch  you  inquire  whether  certain  thirty  bushels  of  wheat  ordered 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture  for  Arkansas  from  Germany,  for 
free  distribution  as  seed  among  the  farmers  of  Arkansas,  could  be  en- 
tered for  that  purpose  free  of  duty. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  in  the  absence  of  any  provision 
of  law  exempting  wheat  so  imported  from  payment  of  duty  it  will  be 
subject  on  importation  to  the  duty  of  25  cents  per  bushel  imposed  by 
paragraph  264,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

L.  CKOUNSE, 
(1418^.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

Hon.  James  K.  Jones,  U.  S,  Senate. 


(13109.) 
Italian  paper  money ^  dutiable. 

Treasury  Department,  Augu^  9,  1892. 

\  Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  28th  ultimo, 

in  which  you  state  that  an  Italian  bank  at  Chicago  is  importing  tJbrougb 
the  mails  a  large  quantity  of  Italian  paper  money,  which  is  sold  to 
Italians  to  send  to  their  friends  in  Italy,  and  you  request  instructions 
from  the  Department  as  to  whether  paper  money  of  a  foreign  country 
is  dutiable  when  brought  into  the  United  States,  and  if  so,  under 
what  paragraph. 
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In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  in  view  of  the  Department's 
decisions,  Synopsis  7^23  and  Synopsis  8665,  which  held  that  English 
internal-revenue  stamps  and  Mexican  *•  subsidy  certificates''  were  not 
goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  within  the  meaning  of  the  tariff  laws, 
and  could  be  admitted  to  entry  free  of  duty,  the  money  in  question  is 
not  properly 'Subject  to  duty. 

Respectfully  yours,  L.  CROUNSE, 

(1389  g, )  Assistant  Secretary. 

JoHX  F.  ScANLAN,  Esq.,  Special  Agent,  Chicago,  III, 


(13110.) 

Circular, — Ejctending  Uie  prioileges  of  the  first  and  seoenth  sections  of  the 
act  of  June  10,  1880,  to  the  ports  of  Bangor  and  Yancehoro,  Me, 

Treasury  Department,  August  9,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs : 

The  following  act  of  Congress,  approved  July  21,  1892,  extending 
the  privileges  of  sections  1  and  7  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1880,  to  the 
ports  of  Bangor  and  Vanceboro,  Maine,  regarding  the  immediate  trans- 
portation  of  dutiable  goods,  is  published   for  your  information  and 

guidance. 

L.  CROUNSE, 

Assistant  Secretary, 

AN  ACT  to  extend  the  privilege.s  of  the  first  and  seventh  sections  of  the  act  of  June 
tenth,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  to  the  ports  of  Bangor  and  yance))oro,  Maine. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Housf  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled.  That  the  privileges  of  the  first 
and  seventh  sections  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  the  statutes 
in  relation  to  immediate  transportation  of  dutiable  goods,  and  for  other 
purposes."  approved  June  tenth,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty,  be.  and 
the  same  are  hereby,  extended  to  the  ports  of  Bangor  and  Vanceboro, 
iu  the  district  of  Bangor,  State  of  Maine. 

Approved,  July  21,  1892. 


(13111.) 

Circular. — Sujyplies  to  foreign  vessels  of  war. 

Treasury  Department.  August  1(\  1802. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

Section  2982  of  the  Revised  Statutes  provides  that  the  privilege  of 
porchasing  supplies  from  the  public  warehouses  duty  free  bhall  be  ex-  • 
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tended,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall 
prescribe,  to  the  vessels  of  \\'ar  of  any  nation  in  ports  of  the  United 
States  which  may  reciprocate  such  privilege  towards  the  vessels  of  war 
of  the  United  States  in  its  ports.  The  privilege  accorded  by  said  sec- 
tion of  law  will  be  allowed  to  vessels  of  war  of  the  countries  herein- 
after specified,  it  having  been  ascertained  that  a  similar  privilege  is 
accorded  b^'  the  governments  of  those  countries  to  vessels  of  war  of  the 
United  States,  when  visiting  their  ports,  viz :  Austria,  Chile,  Corea, 
Denmark,  England,  France,  Germany,  Greece,  Hawaiian  Islands, 
Holland^  Italj-,  Japan,  Jftoumania,  Sweden  and  Norway,  Venezuela. 

When  supplies  are  entered  for  withdrawal  from  bond  for  the  use  of 
any  war  vessel  belonging  to  either  of  the  countries  above  named,  the 
entry  should  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  from  the  commanding 
officers  of  the  vessel,  showing  that  the  supplies  are  intended  in  good 
faith  for  the  use  of  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  vessels,  and  not  for 
sale.  The  supplies  should  also  be  laden  on  board  the  war  vessel  under 
the  supervision  of  an  officer  of  the  customs,  who  will  be  required  to 
certify  that  they  were  duly  placed  on  board  the  vessel. 

L.  CROUNSE, 

Assistant  Secretary, 

5 — 

(13112.) 
Circular. — Protection  of  the  salmon  fisheries  of  Alaska, 

Tkeasuky  Department,  August  10,  1892. 

To  Officers  of  the  Customs  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska  and  all  other  per^is 
concerned : 

The  attention  of  the  collector  of  customs  and  all  officers  of  the  United 
States  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  as  well  as  all  other  persons  concerned/ 
is  called  to  the  terms  of  an  act  of  Congress  approved  March  2,  18S9, 
wherein  it  is  provided:  ^*That  the  erections  of  dams,  barricades,  or 
other  obstnictions  in  any  of  the  rivers  of  Alaska,  with  the  purpose  or 
result  of  preventing  or  impeding  the  ascent  of  salmon  or  other  anadro- 
mous  species  to  their  spawning  grounds,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  un- 
lawful, and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  and 
directed  to  establish  such  regulations  and  surveillance  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  insure  that  this  prohibition  is  strictly  enforced  and  to  other- 
wise protect  the  salmon  fisheries  of  Alaska ;  and  everj'  pei-son  who  shall 
be  found  guilty  of  a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be 
fined  not  less  than  $250  for  each  day  of  the  continuance  of  such  obstruc- 
tion,^' and  also  to  an  act  approved  March  3,  1891,  entitled  '*An  act  to 


865 

repeal  timl)€r-cultnre  laws  and  for  other  purposes,"  which  provides 
that  the  United  States  reserves  the  right  to  regulate  the  taking  of 
salmon,  and  to  do  all  things  necessary  to  protect  and  prevent  the  destruc- 
tion of  salmon  in  all  the  waters  of  the  lands  granted  under  sfiid  acband 
frec^nented  by  salmon. 

Officers  of  the  customs  service  and  otiicei-s  appointed  to  enforce  the 
provisions  of  the  laws  referred  to  are  hereby  directed  to  report  all  cases 
of  infraction  of  said  laws  to  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  district 
of  Alaska,  with  a  view  to  the  prosecution  of  offenders. 

A.  B.  NETTLETON, 

Acting  Secretary 


(13113.) 

Circular, — Limitation  of  the  hours  of  daily  service  of  laborers  and  nie- 
chanics  employed  upon  the  public  works  of  the  United  States^  etc. 

Treasuky  Department,  August  12,  1892. 

To  all  Officers -find  Einployes  of  the  Treasury  Department  and  others  whom 
it  may  concern: 

Attention  is  hereby  directed  to  the  following  act  of  Congress,  ap- 
proved Augast  1, 1892,  the  provisions  of  which  must  be  strictly  observed 
by  oflfi^ers  and  employ^  of  this  Department. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


AX  ACT  relating  to  the  limitation  of  the  hours  of  daily  service  of  laborers  and  me- 
chanics employed  upon  the  public  works  of  the  United  State.s  and  of  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Home  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  Am>erica  in  Congress  assembled^  That  the  service  and  employ- 
ment of  all  laborers  and  mechanics  who  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be 
employed  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  by  the  District  of 
Columbia,  or  by  any  contractor  or  subcontractor  upon  any  of  the  public 
works  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  said  District  of  Columbia,  is  hereby 
limited  and  restricted  to  eight  hours  in  any  one  Ciilendar  day,  and  it 
shall  be  unlawful  for  anj^  officer  of  the  United  States  Government  or  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  or  any  such  contractor  or  subcontractor  whase 
dnty  it  shall  be  to  employ,  direct,  or  control  the  services  of  such  laborers 
or  mechanics  to  require  or  permit  any  such  laboier  or  mechanic  to 
work  more  than  eight  hours  in  any  calendar  day  except  in  c»iise  of  ex- 
traordinary emergency. 

Sec.  2.  That  any  officer  or  agent  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  any  contractor  or  subcontractor 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  employ,  direct,  or  control  any  laborer  or  me- 
chanic employed  upon  any  of  the  public  works  of  the  United  States 


or  of  the  District  of  Columbia  who  shall 
\ision  of  this  act,  shall  l»e  deemed  giii]l_ 

each  and  every  such  ofFcnse  shall  upon  conviction  be  punished  by  a  fine 
not  to  exceeil  one  thooNand  dollars  or  by  imprisoniiieiit  tor  uot  morf 
than  six  months,  or  by  both  such  line  and  iiuprisonmeut,  iu  the  discre- 
tion of  the  court  having  jurisdirtion  thereof. 

Se^.  -S.  The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  not  be  so  construed  as  to  in 
any  manner  apply  to  or  afTect  contractors  or  subcontractors,  or  to  limit 
the  hours  of  daily  service  of  laborers  or  mechauicts  engaged  uiKin  the 
l)ublie  works  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District  of  Colnrabia  for 
which  contracts  have  been  entered  into  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act. 

Approved,  August  1,  1892. 


(13114.) 


Officers  of  thf  customs  may  reliquidate  entries  of  goods  on  valuatitms  found 
on  reappratse)nenf  by  Board  of  General  Appraiser!  without  authority  of 
Department. 

Tkbaruby  Depaetmest,  AvffusI  12,  1392. 

SiK:  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  trom  the  deputy  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Minneapolis,  in  your  district,  in  which  he  requests 
authority  to  reliquidate  the  entry  of  certain  seven  cases  bicycles  im- 
ported by  the  Harry  Seven^aard  Bicycle  t'onipauy,  In  accordanct- 
;  with  the  findings  of  the  Board  of  General  Apprai-sers  on  a  reappraise- 
ment  called  foi-  by  the  importers. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  yon  that  in  cases  of  this  character  iio 
special  authoritj*  from  the  Department  is  re<|uired,  the  notice  from  Ihe 
Board  of  General  Appraisers  as  to  the  valuation  found  on  reappraise- 
ment  being  sufficient  authority  for  such  reliquidation, 
Ei'spectfullv  vours, 

O.  L.  8PATJLDING, 
(14205'.)  Actinff  Secretani- 

Coi-i.ECTOR  OF  Customs,  St.  Pan},  Minn. 

(13115.) 
Fees  for  admeasnremetit  of  vessels. 

Treasury  Department,  August  13,  1892. 
Sir  :  This  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter,  dated  the  9th  in- 
stant, requesting  advice  as  to  charges  for  the  admeasurement  of  the 
St«amer  City  of  Tnunion. 

The  usual  charge  may  be  made  tor  the  sections  Mow  the  tonnage 
deck,  and  for  one  "between  decks.''     The  only  separate  charge  for 
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measnring  spaces  occupied  by  boilers,  engiues,  etc.,  is  that  authorized 
by  the  Depaitment's  circular  (Synopsis  5343),  which  states  that  the 
excepted  space  will  not  be  divided  into  sections,  but  will  be  admeasured 
as  a  whole.  The  charge  for  admeasuring  crew  space  is  $1.50;  for  ad- 
measuring the  space  occupied  by  the  boilers  and  machinery  is  $1.50, 
and  for  admeasuring  the  space  occupied  by  tl^e  shaft  trunk  or  alley  of 
veesels  propelled  by  screw  is  the  same  amount. 

>j^  *^  ^f  ^M  ^^  %^  ^f 

*y»  #^  j^  ^^  ^^  ^^  ^^ 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Ading  Secretary, 

COLLECTOK  OF  CusiOMS,  Netcport,  E,  L 


(13116.) 
l>rawback  oh  embroidered  silk  handkerchiefs. 

Treasury  Department,  August  13,  1892. 

Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  embroidered  silk  handkerchiefs  manu- 
factured from  imported  plain  silk  handkerchiefs,  by  embroidering 
thereon  letters,  monograms,  or  other  ornamental  designs,  a  drawback 
will  be  allowed  equal  in  amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  the  imported  plain 
handkerchiefs  used,  less  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 

The  entry  under  which  the  merchandise  is  to  be  inspected  and  laden 
must  show  the  number  and  size  of  each  kind  of  embroidered  handker- 
chief in  each  box  or  package  and  the  number  of  such  packages  in 
each  shipping  case  to  be  exported.  The  manufacturer's  statement  on 
the  drawback  entry  must  describe  the  plain  handkerchiefs  as  they  are 
described  in  the  invoice  under  which  they  were  imported. 

When  ordered  by  the  collector,  the  inspecting  officer  shall  take 
samples  of  the  manufactured  articles,  to  be  submitted  to  the  appraiser 
for  viBrification  of  the  manufacturers  statement  as  to  the  kind  and 
quality  of  the  imported  plain  handkerchiefs  used. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG. 

(1149^)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 
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(13117.) 

Documeiiiing  of  vessels  transferred  to  foreign  flag. 

Treasury  Department, 

BureaxL  of  Natngation, 
WasMrigton,  D.  C,  August  15,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  transmit  herewith  for  ready  reference  a  copy  of  a  letter  from 
the  deputy  collector  of  customs  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie  relative  to  a  tag, 
the  name  of  which  he  fails  to  specify,  and  which,  therefore,  can  not  be 
entered  on  the  records  of  the  Department  according  to  the  usual  coarse 
of  procedure.  He  inquires  whether  an  American-built  tug,  hull, 
boilers,  and  engine,  *^  owned  by  an  American  citizen  and  transferred 
to  Canada,''  may  now  be  documented  by  said  American  citizen  as  a 
vessel  of  the  United  States.  He  reports  that  the  owner  is  not  a  full 
citrzen,  but  declared  his  intention  to  become  one  fifteen  years  ago,  and 
is  willing  to  take*  out  final  papers. 

The  law  forbids  the  documenting  in  the  United  States  of  a  vessel 
which  has  been  sold  or  become  the  property  of  an  alien,  except  under 
certain  circumstances  not  understood  to  exist  in  the  present  case.  Had 
the  owner  been  an  American  citizen,  the  mere  fact  that  the  vessel  was 
'transferred  to  the  Canadian  flag"  since  the  close  of  the  *'War  of  the 
Rebellion"  would  not  necessarily  preclude  the  granting  of  documents 
in  the  United  States.  (Sections  4135,  4136,  4165,  and  4172,  R.  S.; 
articles  8,  9,  and  75,  Regulations  of  1884.) 

This  office  understands  that  the  law  contemplates  full  citizenship  in 
such  cases ;  that  is  to  say,  there  must  be  a  declaration  of  intent,  a  resi- 
dence for  a  continued  term  of  five  years  next  preceding  admission,  the 
taking  of  an  oath  to  support  the  Constitution,  and  actual  admission  by 
a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  unless  the  case  falls  within  section 
2166  or  2174,  R.  S. 

Please  advise  the  deputy  collector  accordingly. 

Respectfully  yours, 

T.  B.  SANDERS, 

Acting  Commissioner, 
Collector  of  Customs,  Marquette,  Mich. 


(13118.) 

Circular. — Entry  of  exhibits  for  WorhVs  Columbian  Exposition. 

Treasury  Department,  August  15,  1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Chief  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

It  having  been  represented  to  the  Department  that  many  articles 
and  packages  of  exhibits  at  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition  at 
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Chicago  have  been,  and  probably  will  be,  forwarded  to  the  various  ports 
of  entry  without  any  arrangement  having  been  previously  made  by  the 
ownei-s  with  an  agent  or  forwarder  to  make  the  necessary  immediate- 
transportation  entry,  you  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  ex- 
amine the  invoice  of  exhibits  received,  and  ascertain  whether  such 
exhibits  have  been  properly  consigned  to  an  agent  or  forwarder  at  the 
port  where  received,  and  in  any  cases  where  such  exhibits  have  not 
t»een  so  consigned,  to  notify  Mr.  E.  E,  JaycoX,  traffic  manager  of  the 
World's  Columbian  Exposition  at  Chicago,  of  the  presence  of  such 
goods  at  your  port  and  the  conditions  under  which  they  were  re- 
ceived, in  order  that  proper  disposition  maj^  be  made  of  them. 

Yoii  will  also  take  notice  of  all  cases  where  proper  consignees  have 
been  selected,  but  where  the  transportation  charges  have  not  been 
prepaid,  and  give  notice  to  such  effect  to  the  said  traffic  manager. 

Xo  warehouse  charges  should  be  made  on  goods  detained  because 
of  the  failure  to  comply  with  instructions  relative  to  consignees  or 
forwarders  and  prepayment  of  transportation  charges. 

You  will  also  make  requisition  for  a  supply  of  special  blanks  fur- 
nished by  the  Department  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  entry  for 
iifimediate  transportation. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secret aj-y. 

(13119.) 

Circular. — Stafistica  of  immigration. 

Treasury  Department,  August  16,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs: 

Department  Circular  No.  152,  of  September  26,  1891,  requiring 
masters  of  vessels  to  furnish  in  their  manifests  of  passengei*s  required 
by  section  9,  act  of  August  2,  1882,  information  as  to  the  ability  of 
immigrants  to  read  and  wM-ite,  is  hereby  rescinded.' 

O.  L.  SPATJLDTNG, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(13120.) 

Circular, — Destination  in  the  United  States  of  immigrants  arriving  from 

foreign  countries. 

Treasury  Department,  August  16,  1892. 
To  Colledors  of  Customs  : 

Until  further  instructions,  you  are  relieved  from  reporting  to  the 
Biirean  of  Statistics  of  this  Department  the  destination  of  the  immi- 
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graute  in  the  several  Idtatcs  and  Territories  of  the  United  StaUs,  as 
required  by  Department  Circular  No.  160,  of  October  1,  1891. 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13121.) 

tHrctdar, — Fersonal  effects  and  baggage  of  immigrants  and  others  from  dis- 
tricts infected  with  cholera  to  he  disinfected  at  ports  of  departure. 

Tkeasuby  Department, 
Office  of  the  Supervising  Surgeon- General  Marine- Hospital  Service^ 

Washington,  D.  C,  Ar^iist  17,  1892. 

To  Collectors  of  Customs^  Medical  Officers  of  tJie  V,  S.  Marine-EospitaJ 
Service,  Agents  of  foreign  Steamship  Lines,  Local  Quarantine  Officei'$. 
<ind  others  tchom  it  may  concern  : 

The  act  appro v^  April  27,  1878,  entitled  ''An  act  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  contagions  or  infectious  diseases  into  the  United  States' 
provides  that  no  vessel  coming  from  any  foreign  port  or  country  where 
any  contagious  or  infectious  disease  exists,  or  any  ve^l  or  vehicle  c©u- 
veying  persons,  merchandise,  or  animals  affected  with  any  contagious 
■diseoise  shall  enter  any  port  of  the  United  States,  or  pass  the  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  any  foreign  country,  except  in  sutli 
manner  as  may  be  pi'escribed  under  said  act. 

Furthermore,  section  4792  of  the  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  Unitd 
i^tates  provides  as  follows : 

The  quarantine  and  other  restraints  established  by  the  health  law< 
of  any  State,  respecting  any  vessels  arriving  in,  or  bound  to,  any  port 
or  district  thereof,  shall  be  duly  observed  by  the  officers  of  the  ca>- 
tonis  revenue  of  the  United  States,  by  masters  and  crews  of  the  several 
revenue  cutters,  ^^  *  "<'  and  all  such  officers  of  the  Uiiite»l 
States  shall  faithfully  aid  in  the  execution  of  such  quarantine  and  health 
laws,  *  *  *  and  as  they  shall  be  directed  from  time  tu 
time  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Official  information  having  been  received  of  an  epidemic  of  cholera 

ill  Russia,  and  in  view  of  the  large  immigration  into  the  United  Slater 

from  said  country,  and  of  the  danger  that  exists  of  the  introduction  of 

Kjholei-a  into  the  United  States  through  the  medium  of  personal  effect> 

and  baggage  of  said  immigrants,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  on  aud  aftei 

September  18,  1892,  no  vessel  having  on  board  i^ei^sonal  baggage,  beil 

ding,  clothing,  etc.,  belonging  to  immigrants  from  Bussia,  or  belonginj: 

to  immigrants  from  any  cholera-infected  district,  shall  be  admitted 

entry  into  the  United  States  unless  accomxmnied  by  a  certificate  fi'OHi 
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the  consnJar  officer  at  the  port  of  embarkation  to  the  effect  that  said 
personal  effects,  baggage,  etc.,  have  been  disinfected  in  accordance  with 
the  methods  hereinafter  described. 

For  the  disinfection  of  ^id  articles  one  or  more  of  the  following 
methods  will  be  used,  all  articles  to  be  unpacked  and  freely  exposed 
for  disinfection : 

1.  Boiling  in  water  not  less  than  one  hour. 

2.  Exposure  to  steam  not  less  than  one  hour,  the  steam  to  be  of  a 
temperature  not  less  than  100  degrees  centigrade  (212  degrees  Fahrep- 
heit),  nor  greater  than  115  degrees  centigrade  (239  degrees  Fahren- 
heit), and  unmixed  with  air. 

3.  Solution  of  carbolic  acid  of  a  2  per  cent,  strength. 

This  method  (No.  3)  may  be  applied  only  to  leather  goods,  such  as 

« 

irnnks,  satchels,  boots,  shoes;  to  rubber  goods,  etc.,  the  articles  to  be 

saturated  with  the  solution. 

WALTER  WYMAN, 

Supervising  Surgeon-  General  V,  S,  M,  -If.  8. 
Approved : 

O.  L.  Spaulding, 

Acting  Secretary. 


.  (13122.) 

Circular. — Employes  of  exhibitors  at  the  WorWs  Columbian  Exposition. 

Tkeasury  Department,  August  18,  1892. 
Congress  having  passed  a  **  Joint  Resolution  authorizing  foreign  ex- 
hibitors at  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition  to  bring  to  this  country 
foreign  laborers  from  their  respective  countries  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
paring for  and  making  their  exhibits,''  which  was  approved  by  the 
President  August  5,  1892,  commissionera  of  immigration  and  collect- 
ors of  customis  are  hereby  charged  with  the  duty  of  admitting  such  em- 
ployes, under  the  following  regulatioius : 

1.  Upon  the  arrival  of  any  such  employ^  at  any  port  of  the  United 
States,  the  commissioner  of  immigration  at  such  port,  or,  where  there 
Is  no  commissioner  of  immigration,  the  collector  of  customs  at  such 
I)ort,  will  satisfy  himself  that  such  person  is  entitled  to  admission  into 
the  Unit-ed  States  under  the  provisions  of  said  joint  resolution,  and 
will  thereupon  permit  him  or  her  to  land,  and  issue  to  him  or  her  a 
certificate  in  accordance  with  the  facts  ascertained,  and  file  in  his  ofhec 
a  memorandum  thereof. 

2,  Certificates  in  the  form  hereto  annexed  will  be  used ;  and  the  stub 
attached,  with  the  blanks  filled,  will  be  regarded  as  the  memorandum 
to  be  filed.  Immigration  officers  wall  make  requisition  for  such  num- 
ber of  certificates  as  may  be  required. 
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3.  When  any  such  certificate  is  returned  by  its  holder,  preparatory 
to  departure  for  the  country  from  which  he  or  she  came,  the  fact  of 
such  surrender  and  departure,  and  the  date  thereof,  will  be  indorsed 
across  the  face  of  the  certificate,  and  entered  upon  the  corresponding 
stub ;  and  the  certificate  shall  then  be  filed  for  reference. 

4.  In  one  year  aft^  the  close  of  said  Exposition,  commissioners  of 
immigration  and  collectors  of  customs  who  have  issued  such  certifi- 
cates will  report  to  the  Treasury  Department  the  number  issued,  and 
whether  any  holder  thereof  (giving  name)  has  failed  to  surrender  his 
or  her  certificate  and  depart  from  the  countrj' ;  and  in  case  any  such 
holder  depart  from  a  port  other  than  that  at  which  he  or  she  entered, 
the  commissioner  or  collector  to  whom  the  certificate  may  be  sur- 
rendered will  transmit  the  same  without  delay  to  the  officer  who  issued 
it,  or  his  successor. 

O.  L.  8PAULDING,    ' 

Amstant  Sea-eta)^. 


The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  joint  resolution  : 

JOINT  RESOLUTION  authorizing  foreign  exhibitors  at  the  World's  Cohimbifln  Ex- 
position to  bring  to  this  country  foreign  hiV)orers  from  their  respective  countries  for 
the  purpose  of  preparing  for  and  making  their  exhibits. 

Whereas,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  the  act  approved  April  25th,  anno  Domini,  1890. 
the  President  of  the  United  States  has  invited  the  governments  and  citizens  of  foreign 
nations  to  participate  in  the  international  exhibition  authorized  Viy  the  act  above  re- 
cited ;  and 

Whereas  the  invitations  so  extended  have  ]>een  accepted  by  the  several  nations,  and 
space  for  installing  foreign"  exhibits  has  been  applied  for  and  dulj' apportioned,  and 
conce8sions  and  privileges  granted  by  the  Exposition  management  .to  the  citizens  and 
subjects  of  foreign  nations  ;  and 

Whereas,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  production  upon  the  Exposition  ground? 
of  scenes  illustrative  of  the  architecture,  dress,  habits  and  modes  of  life,  occupation, 
industries,  means  of  locomotion  and  transportation,  amusements,  entertainments,  and 
so  forth,  of  the  natives  of  foreign  countries,  it  has  l)een  necessar}''  for  the  World's  Co- 
lumbian Exposition  to  grant  concessions  and  privileges  to  certain  firms  and  corpom- 
tious  conceding  the  right  to  make  such  productions  :  Therefore, 

Remlved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Eejyresentntires  .of  the  United  States  of  America  ir 
CongresH  atfsetnbledj  That  the  act  of  Congress  approved  February  26,  1885,  prohibiting 
the  importation  of  forei^ers  under  contract  to  perform  labor,  and  the  act  of  Con- 
gress prohibiting  the  coming  of  Chinese  persons  into  the  United  States,  and  the  acts 
amendatory  of  these  acts,  shall  not  be  so  construed  nor  shall  an}* thing  therein  operate 
to  prevent,  hinder,  or  in  anywi3e  restrict  any  foreign  exhibitor,  representative,  or 
citizen  of  a  foreign  nation  or  the  holder,  who  is  a  citizen  of  a  foreign  nation  ofanj 
concession  or  privilege  from  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition,  from  bringing  into 
the  United  States  under  contract,  such  mechanics,  artisans,  agents,  or  other  employ^ 
natives  of  their  respective  foreign  countries,  as  they,  or  any  of  them,  may  deem 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  making  preparation  for  installing  or  conducting  their 
exhibits  or  of  preparing  for  installing  or  conducting  any  business  authorized  or  per- 
mitted under  or  by  virtue  of  or  pertaining  to  any  concession  or  privilege  which 
may  have  been  granted  by  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition  in  connection  with 
such  Exposition  :  Provided^  however,  That  no  alien  shall  by  virtue  of  this  act  enter  the 
United  States  under  contract  to  perform  labor  except  by  express  permission,  iwming 
such  alien,  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  and  any  such  alien  who  may  remain  in 
the  United  States  for  more  than  one  year  after  the  close  of  said  Exposition  shall  there- 
after be  subject  to  all  the  proces-ses  and  penalties  applicable  to  aliens  coming  in  viola- 
tion of  the  alien  contract-labor  laws  aforesaid. 

Approved,  August  5,  1892. 
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FORM  OF  CERTIFICATE. 


No. 


Xame 


XatiTC  of.^. 


Employed  by 

of. an  exhibitor  at  the 

World's  Columbian  Exposition, 
lasued ,  189    . 


Suirendered  at  the  port  of. 


.,    169 


Employes  Certipicate  of  Admission. 


No. 


POKT  OF 


-,  189 


This  is  to  certify  that 


-,  a  native  of - 


■,  who  is  duly  accredited  as  an  employ^  of 
,of ,  an  exhibitor  at  the  World's  Co- 
lumbian Exposition,  United  States  of  America,  has  been 
permitted  to  enter  the  United  States  as  such  employ^,  in 
pursuanceof  a  joint  resolution  of  Congress  approved  Au- 
gust 5,  1892. 


Commissioner  of  ImmigratioH. 

NoTK. — Tliia  certificate  is  valid  for  one  year  after  the  close  of 
said  exposition,  and  is  to  l>e  surrendered,  when  the  holder  de- 
parts from  the  United  States,  to  the  ^ooipmissioner  of  immigra- 
tion or  tlie  collector  of  customs  at  the  port  at  which  he  em- 
barks. 


(13123.) 
Drawback  on  WoiiiYs  Fair  cuspidors. 

Treasury  Department,  August  19,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department's  Instructions  of  the  13th  of  May  lafit,  pre- 
scribing a  rate  of  drawba<;k  on  so-called  *^ World's  Fair  cuspidors^' 
manufactured  by  Golden  &  Jacobson,  of  Chicago,  III.,  from  imported 
tin  plate,  are  hereby  supplemented  as  follows ; 

When  the  shells  and  the  cups  with  covers  pertaining  to  such  cus- 
pidors are  exported  separately,  the  quantity  of  tin  plate  used  in  the 
manufacture  thereof  shall  be  ascertained  by  allowing  56  pounds  of 
such  plate  for  each  hundred  of  the  exported  shells,  and  45  pounds  for 
each  hundred  cups  with  covers. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(527^.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Chicago,  III, 


(X3124.) 
Free  entry  of  a  flag  f(yr  Society  of  Italian  Marksmen  denied. 

Treasury  Department,  August  19,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  17th  instant,  inclosing  a  copy  of  a  note  from  the  Italian  minister  at 
this  capital,  inquiring  as  to  the  right  to  free  entry  on  importation  into 
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the  United  States  of  a  flag  for  presentation  to  the  Society  of  Italian 
Marksmen  of  New  York,  and  in  reply  to  state  that  there  is  no  provi- 
sion of  law  under  which  such  free  entry  could  be  allowed. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

*  * 

(7092/. )  Ading  SecrOary, 

To  the  Hon.  The  Secretary  of  State. 


(13126.) 
Importation  of  horses  by  Indinns. 

Treasury  Department,  Augmi  19, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  tha  4th  instant, 
in  which  you  state  that  you  are  an  Indian  of  the  St.  Begis  tribe  of 
American  Indians,  and  ask  that  the  duty  assessed  on  a  horse  bought 
by  you,  for  your  own  use,  from  another  Indian,  and  imported  from 
Canada,  may  be  refunded. 

In  reply.  I  have  to  inform  you  that  it  has  been  heretofore  decided 
that  the  provision  of  law  exempting  from  duty  the  **  peltries  and  other 
usual  goods  and  effects  of  Indians  passing  and  repassing  the  boundary 
line  of  the  United  States"  does  not  confer  upon  Indians  as  such  the 
privilege  of  importing  ordinary  merchandise,  cattle,  horses,  ete.,  with- 
out payment  of  duty,  even  when  brought  into  the  United  Stat^  for 
personal  use,  and  the  Department  is  therefore  unable  to  authorize  a 
refund  of  the  duty  levied  on  the  horse  in  question. 

Respectfully  vours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1458^.)  Acting  Secretary, 

Joseph  Wood,  Esq.  (j^er  8, G.  Grow,  esq.),  Kogansburg,  N.  Y. 


(13126.) 

Circular, — Consular  certificates  of  disinfection  required  with  aU  im^rta- 
tions  of  rags  from  foreign  ports — Absolute  prohibition  of  rags  from  districts 
JcnoiC7i  to  be  infected  with  cholera. 

Treasury  Department,  August  19,  1892. 

The  act  approved  April  29,  1878,  entitled  **  An  act  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  contagious  or  infectious  diseases  into  the  United  States,'* 
provides  that  '^no  vessel  coming  from  any  foreign  port  or  countrr 
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where  any  contagious  or  infectious  disease  exists,  nor  any  vessel  con- 
veying infected  merchandise,  shall  enter  any  port  of  the  United  States 
or  pass  the  boundary  line  between  the  United  States  and  any  foreign 
country  except  in  such  manner  as  may  be  prescribed  under  said  act.'' 

It  having  been  shown  that  an  epidemic  of  cholera  prevails  in  Persia, 
India,  and  Russia,  and  that  it  has  also  reached  Germany,  Austria,  and 
France,  and  in  view  of  the  danger  which  aiises  through  the  importa- 
tion of  rags  from  cholera-infected  districts,  and  of  the  difficult}^, 
through  their  reshipment  at  various  ports,  of  accurately  determining 
the  localities  in  which  rags  are  actually  gathered : 

Furthermore,  because  of  the  prevalence  from  time  to  time  in  various 
foreign  countries  of  smallpox,  scarlet  fever,  diphtheria,  and  other  con- 
tagious diseases  liable  to  be  conveyed  by  rags,  therefore  it  is  hereby 
ordered  that  on  and  after  September  20,  1892,  rags  from  any  foreign 
port  will  be  refused  entry  into  the  United  States  unless  said  rags  are 
accompanied  by  a  certificate  from  the  consular  officer  at  the  port  of 
shipment  to  the  effect  that  they  have  been  disinfected  in  accordance 
with  the  methods  herein  described.         / 

It  is  also  ordered  that  rags  gathered  in  or  shipped  from  any  port  or 
I>lace  where  cholera  is  known  to  prevail  in  epidemic  form  be  denied 
entry  to  the  United  States  absolutely  on  and  after  the  date  of  this  cir- 
calar,  except  such  as  were  then  afloat,  which  must  be  disinfected  on 
arrival.  All  previous  Department  circulars  relative  to  the  importation 
and  disinfection  of  rags,  conflicting  with  the  provisions  of  this  circular, 
are  herebv  amended  to  conform  therewith. 

For  disinfection  one  of  the  following  methods  will  be  used  : 

1st.  Boiling  in  water  not  less  than  one  hour,  all  rags  to  be  unbaled 
for  this  purpose. 

2d.  Exposure  to  steam  not  less  than  one  hour;  the  steam  to  be  of  a 
temperature  not  less  than  100  degrees  centigrade  (212  degrees  Fahren- 
heit}, nor  greater  than  115  degrees  centigrade  (239  degrees  Fahrenheit). 

3d.  Exposure  not  less  than  six  hours  to  sulphurous  acid  gas,  made 
by  burning  not  less  than  three  pounds  of  roll  sulphur  to  each  1,000 
cubic  feet  of  space. 

4th.  Exposure  not  less  than  six  houi^  to  an  atmosphere  containing  3 
I)er  cent,  of  sulphurous  acid  gas  liberated  from  its  liquid  state  (liquid 
sulphur  dioxide). 

In  methods  No.  2,  No.  3,  and  No.  4  the  rags  must  be  well  scattered 
upon  racks,  or  so  arranged  that  they  can  from  time  to  time  be  turned 
in  such  a  manner  that  all  shall  be  exposed  to  the  steam  or  gas. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 
59 
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(13127.) 
No  fee  collectible  for  certificate  of  imjyortation  of  burlaps. 

Treasury  Department,  August  19, 1892. 

Sir  :  This  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  report,  dated  the  28th 
ultimo,  upon  the  complaint  of  Messrs.  H.  &  L.  Chase,  that  your 
l^ractice  of  exacting  a  fee  for  certificate  of  importation  of  burlaps,  to  be 
filed  on  the  export  of  the  goods,  is  contrary  to  the  usage  at  other  ports, 
aud  is  erroneous. 

As  authority  for  your  practice,  you  cite  a  letter  from  the  Departmeut 
of  October  23,  1890  (not  printed,)  and  a  decision  (Syiioi>sis  8117,  of 
1887),  that  fees  might  be  collected  for  such  certificates. 

The  Department  held,  January  12,  1891  (Synopsis  10589),  that  no 
fees  should  be  collected  for  certified  extract  from  the  certificate  of  niau- 
ufacture  of  bags  for  export  with  benefit  of  drawback,  and  also,  March 
23,  1892  (Synopsis  12508),  that  no  fee  should  be  charged  or  collected 
by  customs  officers  for  certificate  of  exportation  of  domestic  merchau 
disc  reimported,  if,  on  reimportation,  the  certificate,  as  in  the  case  of 
domestic  grain  bags  reimported,  passes,,  either  immediately  or  me- 
diately, from  one  collector  of  customs  or  other  customs  oflScer  to  another. 

The  case  of  the  importation  of  burlaps  you  mention  is  analogous  to 

that  last  mentioned,  and  the  Departmeut  now  holds  that  no  fee  should 

be  collected  for  the  certificate. 

Eespectfully  yours,  t 

O.  L,  SPAULDIXG, 

Acting  Secretary, 
Collector  of  Customs,  Boston,  Mass, 


(13128.) 

Bills  of  lading  filed  with  entries  for  drawback  viust  disclose  name  of  owner 

or  shipper. 

Treasury  Department,  August  19,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letters  of  the  22d  and  26th 
ultimo,  further  in  relation  to  the  question  whether  or  not  the  consignee 
in  a  bill  of  lading  which  does  not  specify  the  name  of  the  shipper,  but 
merely  declares  that  the  merchandise  was  received  from  *^  owner''  for 
shipment,  may  be  regarded  as  the  shipper  for  purposes  of  drawback. 

It  appears  that,  for  some  reasons  not  disclosed,  such  bills  are  ocea- 
sionally  issued  by  the  transportation  companies,  and  that  the  consiguee!! 
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named  therein  transfer  by  indorsement  tlie  right  to  collect  drawback, 
if  any  accrue  on  the  merchandise,  and  that  it  is  the  practice  at  the  port 
of  Xew  York  to  accept  such  bills  of  lading  as  sufficient. 

It  is  claimed  in  defense  of  such  practice  that  the  consignee  in  a  bill 
of  lading  issued  to  "owner"  is  invariably  the  shipper,  but  the  results 
of  your  investigation,  as  stated  in  your  reports,  and  an  examination  of 
two  bills  of  lading  submitted  therewith,  show  that  in  some  such  cases 
the  shipi>er  and  the  consignee  are  different  parties. 

The  Department  therefore  concurs  with  you  in  the  opinion  that 
bills  of  lading  filed  with  entries  for  drawback  should  name  theshipi>er, 
and  that  in  cases  where  the  bills  so  filed  do  not  contain  the  name  of  the 
shipper,  the  indorsee  must  produce  a  certificate  from  the  company 
issuing  the  bill  showing  that  the  indorser  thereof  is  the  shipper  of  the 
merchandise  covered  thereby. 

Your  practice  being  in  accordance  with  the  above  opinion,  is  hereby 
approved. 

Kespectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(627  g)  Acting  Secreta  ry. 

CV>LLECTOK  OF  CUSTOMS,  Baltimore,  Md. 


(13129.) 

Circular. — Tolls  to  be  paid  by  vessels  passing  through  the  St.  Mary's  Falls 

Canal. 

Tbeasuey  Department,  August  20,  1892. 

To  Collectors  of  Customs  and  others: 

For  your  information  and  guidance,  I  append  hereto  a  copy  of  in- 
structions of  this  date,  addressed  to  the  collector  of  customs  at  Mar- 
quette, Mich,  relative  to  tolls  to  be  exacted  under  the  proclamation 
of  the  President,  dated  the  18th  instant,  from  vessels  passing  through 
the  St.  Mary's  Falls  Canal. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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Treasury  Department,  August  20,  1S92. 

feiR  :  Your  atteution  is  invited  to  the  following  proclamation  by  the 
the  PresMent,  dated  the  18th  instant,  viz : 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

a  proclamation. 

Whereas,  by  an  act  of  Congress  approved  July  26,  1892,  entitled 
**Au  act  to  enforce  reciprocal  commercial  relations  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes,"  it  is  provided  "That 
with  a  view  of  securing  reciprocal  advantages  for  the  citizens,  ports, 
and  vessels  of  the  United  States,  on  "and  after  the  first  day  of  August, 
eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-two,  whenever  and  so  often  as  the  Presi- 
dent shall  be  satisfied  that  the  passage  through  any  canal  or  lock  con- 
nected with  the  navigation  of  the  Saint  Lav^rence  Eiver,  the  Great 
Lakes,  or  the  water  ways  connecting  the  same,  of  any  vessels  of  the 
United  States,  or  of  cargoes  or  passengers  in  ti-ansit  to  any  iK)rt 
of  the  United  States,  is  prohibited  or  is  made  difficult  or  burdensome 
by  the  imposition  of  tolls  or  otherwise  which,  in  view  of  .the  free 
passage  through  the  St.  Mary's  Falls  Canal,  now  permitted  to  ves- 
sels of  all  nations,  he  shall  deem  to  be  reciprocally  unjust  and  un 
reasonable,  he  shall  have  the  power,  and  it  shall  be  his  duty,  to  suspend 
by  proclamation  to  that  effect,  for  such  time  and  to  such  extent  (in 
eluding  absolute  prohibition)  as  he  shall  deem  just,  the  right  of  free 
passage  through  the  Saint  Mary's  Falls  Canal,  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
vessels  owned  by  the  subjects  of  the  government  so  discriminating 
against  the  citizens,  ports,  or  vessels  of  the  United  States,  or  to  any 
cargoes,  portions  of  cargoes,  or  passengers  in  transit  to  the  i)orts  of  the 
government  making  such  discrimination,  whether  carried  in  vessels  of 
the  United  States  or  of  other  nations. 

'*In  such  case  and  during  such  suspension  tolls  shall  be  levied,  col 
lected,  and  paid  as  follows,  to  wit :  Upon  freight  of  whatever  kind  or 
description,  not  to  exceed  two  dollars  a  ton ;  upon  passengers,  not  to 
exceed  five  dollai-s  each,  as  shall  be  from  time  to  time  determined  by 
the  President :  Provided,  That  no  tolls  shall  be  chai-ged  or  collected 
upon  freight  or  passengers  carried  to  and  landed  at  Ogdensburg,  or  any 
port  west  of  Ogdensburg  and  south  of  a  line  drawn  from  the  northern 
boundary  of  the  State  of  New  York  through  the  Saint  Lawrence  Eiver, 
the  Great  Lakes,  and  their  connecting  channels  to  the  northern  boundary 
of  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

^ '  Skc.  2.  All  tolls  so  charged  shall  be  collected  under  such  regulations 
as  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  may  re 
quire  the  master  of  each  vessel  to  furnish  a  sworn  statement  of  the 
amount  and  kind  of  cargo  and  the  number  of  passengers  carried  and  the 
destination  of  the  same,  and  such  proof  of  the  actual  delivery  of  such 
cargo  or  passengers  at  some  port  or  place  within  the  limits  above 
named  as  he  shall  deem  satisfactory  ;  and  until  such  proof  is  furnished 
such  freight  and  passengers  may  be  considered  to  have  been  landed  at 
some  port  or  place  outside  of  those  limits,  and  the  amount  of  toll^ 
which  would  have  accrued  if  they  had  been  so  delivered  shall  con- 
stitute a  lien,  which  may  be  enforced  against  the  vessel  in  default 
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wherever  aud  whenever  fouud  iu  the  waters  of  the  United  States,"  and 

Whereas,  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  imposes  a  toll' 
amounting  to  about  20  cents  per  ton  on  all  freight  passing  th]t)ngh  the 
Welland  Canal  in  transit  to  a  port  of  the  United  States,  and  also  a 
further  toll  on  all  vessels  of  the  United  States  and  on  all  passengers  in 
transit  to  a  port  of  the  United  States,  all  of  which  tolls  are  without 
rebate.     And 

Whereas,  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  in  accordance 
with  an  Order  in  Council  of  April  4,  1892,  refunds  X8  cents  per  ton 
of  the  20  cent  toll  at  the  Welland'  Canal  on  wheat,  Indian  corn,  pease, 
barley,  rye,  oats,  flaxseed,  and  buckwheat,  upon  condition  that  they 
are  originally  shipped  for  and  carried  to  Montreal  or  some  port  east , 
of  Montreal  for  export,  and  that,  if  transshipped  at  an  intermediate 
point,  such  ti^nsshipment  is  made  within  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
but  allows  no  such  nor  any  other  rebate  on  said  products  wheu  shij)ped 
to  a  port  of  the  United  States,  or  when  carried  to  Montreal  for  export 
if  transshipped  within  the' United  States.     And 

WTiereas,  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  by  said  sys- 
tem of  rebate  aud  otherwise,  discriminates  against  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States  in  the  use  of  said  Welland  Canal  in  violation  of  the  pro- 
visions of  article  27  of  the  treaty  of  Washington,  concluded  May  8, 
1871.    And 

Whereas,  said  Welland  Canal  is  connected  with  the  navigation  of  the 
(treat  Lakes,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  passage  through  it  of*  cargoes 
in  transit  to  jiorts  of  t^e  United  States  is  made  difficult  and  burdensome 
by  said  discriminating  system  of  rebate  and  otherwise,  and  is  recipro- 
cally unjust  and  unreasonable ; 

Xow,  therefore,  I,  Benjamin  Harrison,  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  by  virtue  of  the  power  to  that  end  conferred  upon  me  by 
said  act  of  Congress,  approved  July  26,  1892,  do  hereby  direct  that 
from  and  after  September  1,  1892,  until -further  notice,  a  toll  of  20  cents 
per  ton  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  on  all  freight  of  whatever  kind  or 
description  passing  through  the  St.  Mary- s  Falls  Canal  in  transit  to  any 
lM)rt  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  whether  carried  in  vessels  of  the  United 
States  or  of  other  nations ;  and  to  that  extent  I  do  hereby  suspend  from 
and  after  said  date  the  right  of  free  passage  through  siiid  St.  Mary's 
Falls  Canal  of  any  and  all  cargoes  or  portions  of  cargoes  in  transit  to 
Canailian  ports. 

In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  aud  ciiused  the 
Seal  of  the  United  States  to  be  affixed. 

Done  at  the  City  of  Washington  this  18th  day  of  August,  in  the  year 
of  our  Lord  one  thousiind  eight  hundred  and  ninety- two,  and  of  the 
Independence  of  the  United  States  of  Americii  the  one  hundred  aud 
seventeenth. 

[seal.]  ben  J.   HARRISON. 

By  the  President : 
John  W.  Foster, 

Secretary  of  State, 

m 

On  the  passage  through  the  canal  at  St.  Mary's  Falls,  in  your  district, 
from  and  after  the  Ist  proximo,  of  any  vessel  with  cargo,  you  will  exact 
tolls  as  provided  for  above.  But  no  tolls  will  be  charged  or  collected 
as  regards  freight  carried  to  and  landed  at  Ogdensburg,  or  any  port 
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west  of  Ogdensburg  and  south  of  a  line  dmwu  from  the  nortliern 
boundary  of  the  State  of  New  York  through  the  St.  Lawrence  River, 
the  Great  Lakes,  and  their  connecting  channels  to  the  northern  bonnd- 
ary  of  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

The  master  of  every  such  vessel  will  be  required  to  furnish  a  sworn 
statement,  substantially  in  the  form  of  a  manifest,  showing  the  date : 
the  name  of  the  vessel ;  its  destination  ;  the  name  of  the  master;  and 
the  number  of  tons  and  the  kind  of  merchandise  carried.     If  the  desti- 
nation be  such  as  to  exempt  the  vessel  from  the  tolls,  you  will  make 
entry  of  the  fact  in  a  book  with  columns  exhibiting  the  particulars 
specified  in  the  master's  statement ;  and  also  the  amounts  chargeable, 
and  the  amounts  paid.     On  the  next  arrival  of  the  vessel  you  will  exact 
the  tolls,  unless  on  or  before  that  time,  and  within  one  month  from 
her  passage  through  the  canal,  there  shall  be  furnished  to  you  proof 
of  the  actual  delivery  of  the  cargo  at  some  port  or  place  within  the 
limits  of  the  United  States  above  specified.     Such  proof  will  consist  of 
the  certificate  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  the  port  of  destination, 
showing  the  entry  of  the  vessel,  and  the  landing  of  the  merchandise 
there.     The  certificate  will  be  in  the  following  form  : 

CERTIFICATE    OF    LANDING     OF    CARGO    TRANSPORTED 
THROUGH   THE  ST.    MARY'S  FALLS   CANAL, 

CusTOM-HousE,  Port  of , 


Collector's  Office, ,  189   . 

These  are  to  certify,  That  there  have  been  delivered  at  this  port 

from  on  board  the ,  whereof is  master,  from  the 

port  of ,  the  following  merchandise,  * transported  through 

the  St.  Mary's  Falls  Canal,  viz  : 

Witness  my  hand  and  seal,  this day  of ,  189 — . 

Colledor, 
*  Specify  number  of  tons. 

Should  the  prescribed  evidence  not  be  furnished  within  a  period  of 
one  month  after  the  passage  of  the  canal  by  the  vessel,  yon  vrill  report 
the  facts  to  the  Department,  to  the  end  that  measures  may  be  taken  by 
it  for  the  recovery  of  the  amounts  due. 

The  tolls  collected  will  be  deposited  as  miscellaneous  receipts,  ami 
included  in  a  special  account  forwarded  to  the  First  Auditor,  in  which 
the  total  amount  received  each  month  will  be  credited,  and  the  amount 
deposited  debited,  and  will  be  entered  on  stub  book  (Cat.  No.  399),  with 
other  collections,  as  **  Tolls  for  passage  of  vessels  through  St.  Mary'^ 
Falls  Canal, tons  of  freight,  9 ." 
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An  abstract  will  accompany  each  account,  showing  the  name  of  the 
vessel  and  of  the  master,  the  number  of  tons  of  merchandise,  the  date 
of  the  master's  statement,  and  the  date  of  payment. 
Receipts  for  the  amounts  paid  will  be  given  to  the  payei>J. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  S PAULDING, 
,  Acting  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs.  Marquette,  Mich. 


(13130.) 
Valuation  of  the  Austri(tn  florin  in  invoices  of  goods  from  Buda-Pesth, 

Treasury  Department,  August  20,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  17th  instant, 
requesting  instructions  as  to  the  valuation  of  the  Austrian  paper  florin 
in  certain  invoices  of  merchandise  from  Buda-Pesth,  accompanied  by 
certificates  issued  by  our  consul  at  that  place  during  the  month  of  July, 
1892.  wherein  he  states  the  value  of  such  florins  at  $0.32  in  gold. 

You  submit  a  number  of  invoices  from  Buda-Pesth,  and  also  several 
invoices  from  other  places  in  Austria- Hungary,  such  as  Keichenberg, 
Prague,  and  Vienna,  certified  to  by  the  consuls  at  the  raspective  places, 
vithin  the  same  month  of  July,  1892,  from  which  it  appears  that  while 
the  gold  value  of  the  paper  florin,  as  stated  by  the  consuls  at  the  three 
last-named  places,  was  fluctuating  between  $0.4053  and  $0.4063,  the 
value  at  Buda-Pesth  is  assumed  to  have  been  invariably  $0.32. 

As  it  seems  quite  improbable  that  the  true  gold  value  of  the  paper 
florin  of  Austria-Hungary  at  Buda-Pesth  should  be  so  widely  different 
from  that  of  the  same  currency  in  other  principal  markets  of  the  Em- 
pire, the  Department  is  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  the  certificates 
issued  by  the  consul  at  Buda-Pesth  are  erroneous,  alid  you  are  there- 
fore hereby  authorized  to  ignore  the  same  in  estimating  the  dutiable 
value  of  the  merchandise  covered  by  said  invoices,  and  to  treat  such 
importations  in  the  same  manner  as  if  no  certificate  of  depreciation 
had  been  produced. 

From  your  letter  of  the  18th  instant,  just  received,  it  appears  that 
the  practice  established  under  the  Department\s  instructions  of  the  3d 
instant,  with  regard  to  merchandise  from  Austria- Hungary  not  ac- 
companied by  certificates  of  depreciation,  is  to  estimate  the  value  of 
the  Austrian  florin  at  $0,482,  and  to  advise  importers  that  the  reduction 
could  be  adjusted  in  liquidation,  provided  the  requisite  certificates 
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should  be  fiiruished  in  time,  otherwise,  that  they  .should  protect  them- 
selves by  i)rotest  and  furnish  the  certificate  as  the  proper  proof  to 
entitle  them  to  a  reliquidation. 

The  abo\^  described  practice  api)earing  to  be  necessary  under  the 
present  conditions  of  our  traffic  with  Austria-Hungary,  is  hereby  ap- 
proved. 

A  copy  of  this  letter  haj  been  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
with  the  request  tliat  the  consul  at  BudaPesth  may  be  duly  instructe<i 
in  the  matter. 

EespectfuUy  youi-s,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1201  g,)  •  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 

(13131.) 

■ 

Refund  of  duties  on  Turkisfi  shppers. 

Treasury  Department,  August  22,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  9th  ultimo, 
reporting  on  the  application  of  C,  W.  Town,  attorney  for  A.  A.  Vaii- 
tiue  &  Co.,  for  a  refund  of  the  duties  levied  in  excess  on  certain  Turkish 
slippers  imported  by  said  firm,  and  embraced  in  four  suits  now  jDend- 
ing  at  your  port. 

The  slippei-s  in  question,  it  appears,  were  classified  as  dutiable  at  tlit 
rate  of  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  manufactures  in  part  of  metal,  under 
the  provisions  therefor  in  paragraph  216,  act  of  March  3,  1SS3.  while 
the  impoitei-s  claimed  that  as  the  component  material  of  chief  vahe 
was  leather  they  were,  properly  subject  to  duty  at  the  rate  of  30  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  463  of  said  act. 

In  view  of  your  statement  that  the  appraiser,  under  date  of  the  7tli 
instant,  reports  that  leather  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 
as  claimed  by  the  importei-s,  and  of  the  United  States  Suijreme  Couit 
decisions  in  Hartranft  vs.  Mever  and  Liebenroth  vs.  Eobeitson,  which 
decisions  held  in  analogous  cases  that  the  component  materials  of  chief 
value  governed  the  classification,  you  are  hereby  authorized,  on  due 
discontinuance  of  the  suits  referred  to.  to  take  the  necessary  steps  for 
refunding  the  excess  of  dutv  levied  on  the  merchandise  embraced 
therein. 

Respectfully  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

{ 1123  g. )  Assistant  Secrdary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Keic  York. 
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(13132.) 
Weighivg  of  nails  for  expoii. 

Treasury  Department,  August  22,  1892. 

Sir:  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  10th  instant, 
transmitting  an  application  from  Messrs.  Swayne  &  Hoyt,  agents  for 
parties  who  export  nails  manafactnred  from  imported  scraip  iron,  for 
relief  from  payment  of  3  cents  per  hundred  pounds,  exacted  under  the 
provisions  of  section  3024,  R.  S. ' 

The  applicants  claim  that  the  nails  are  put  up  in  packages  of  regu- 
lar size  and  uniform  wi  ight,  and  that  the  weighing  thereof  is  unneces- 
sary for  the  ascertainment  of  the  drawback,  and  they  refer  to  the  prac- 
tice established  in  regard  to  exportations  of  soap  for  drawback  on 
quantity  of  imported  alkali  used  in  its  manufacture,  which  is  ascer- 
tained without  weigher's  returns. 

Inasmuch  as  in  the  case  of  soap  the  material  entitled  to  drawback 
forms  only  a  small  percentage  of  the  weight  of  the  exported^article, 
while  in  the  case  of  nails  the  whole  exported  weight,  with  an  addition 
for  wastage,  is  subject  to  drawback,  the  Department  is  of  opinjon  that 
the  cases  are  not  analogous,  and  that  no  good  reason  exists  for  a  de- 
parture from  a  long  established  practice  of  requiring  official  returns  of 
the  weight  of  nails  exported  for  drawback  and  the  payment  of  the 
charge  imposed  by  said  section  3024  on  all  weighable  articles  exported 
for  drawback. 

The  application  is  therefore  denied. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG, 
( 1487  <7. )  Assista nt  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Sa7i  Francisco,  Cal 


(13133.) 

Circular, — Removing  discnminating  dues  on  vessels  of  Costa  Rica  and  their 

cargoes. 

Treasury  Department,  August  23,  1892. 

To  CoUectars  of  Customs  and  others : 

This  Department  is  informed,  through  the  Department  of  State,  that 
the  discriminations  by  Costa  Rica  against  the  vessels  and  trade  of  the 
United  States,   arising  from  the  rebate  allowed  heretofore  by  Costa 
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Rica,  of  5  per  ceut.  customs  duties  in  favor  of  certain  foreign  ves- 
sels, has  been  discontinued  by  repeal  of  the  decree  of  that  government, 
which  authorized  them. 

The  ground  for  complaint  in  the  matter  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States  against  Costa  Rica  having  been  thus  removed,  the  vessels  of 
that  country  will  be  admitted  hereafter,  with  their  cargoes,  in  the 
United  States,  as  provided  for  in  treaty  stipulations  between  Costa 
Rica  and  the  United  States,  without  the  exaction  of  discriminating  or 
alien  duties  or  dues. 

The  Department's  circular,  No.  100,  of  September  12,  1888,  impos- 
ing discriminating  duties  on  the  cargoes  of  vessels  of  Costa  Rica,  is 
hereby  revoked. 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary. 


(13134.) 
Animals  for  breeding  purjyoses — Orloff  breed  of  Russian  horses. 

Treasury  DEPARXMEfrx,  August  24,  1892. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  Department's  circular  of  the  2d  of  May,  1892, 
in  regard  to  the  importation  of  animals  for  breeding  purposes,  under 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  482  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  I  have 
to  state  that  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, under  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  July  5,  1892,'  the  name  of 
the  Orloff  breed  of  Russian  horses  may  be  added  to  the  list  of  foreign 
registers  for  horses  from  which  certificates  of  pedigree  may  be  issued 
as  follows : 


Name  of  breed.  Where  bred. 


Name  of  book  of  record. 


Orloff. Rus-sia I  Record  of  the  I  mperial  Russian  Horse  Breed- 

I  ing  Society. 


You  will  be  governed  accordingly  in  the  matter  of  the  importation 
of  such  Russian  horses  expected  soon  to  arrive  at  your  port. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(<)842/. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

(Collector  of  Customs,  Xew  YorJc. 
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(13135.) 
Measuring  tapes. 

Treasury  Depabt^ient,  August  24,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Dep^ftment  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  19th 
instant,  in  regard  to  the  liquidation  of  entries  of  measuring  tapes  im- 
ported by  you  at  the  port  of  New  York,  and  stating  that  the  United 
States  appraiser  is  now  returning  such  importations  as  dutiable  at  the 
rate  of  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  manufactures  of  which  flax  is  the 
component  material  of  chief  value,  under  the  first  clause  of  paragraph 
371  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
United  States  circuit  court  at  New  York  affirmed  the  ruling  of  the 
Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers  to  the  elfect  that  certain 
articles  of  this  character  imported  by  Messrs.  Herman  Boker  &  Co. 
were  dutiable,  as  countable  manufactures  of  flax,  at  the  rate  of  35  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  under  the  second  clause  of  said  paragraph. 

By  reference  to  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United  States  General 
Appraisers  (G.  A.  1142  of  January  15,  1892,)  you  will  find  that  the 
ruling  was,  as  to  such  articles  imported  under  the  act  of  October  1, 
1890,  that  they  were  dutiable  *^  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  371 
of  said  act  at  the  rates  of  duty  therein  specified,  according  as  the  num- 
ber of  threads  to  the  square  inch  may  be  under  or  over  one  hun- 
dred;-' that  is,  if  over  one  hundred  threads  to  the  square  inch,  at 
the  rate  of  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  and  if  under  one  hundred  threads 
to  the  square  inch,  counting  both  warp  and  filling,  at  the  rate  of  50 
per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

While,  therefore,  the  particular  articles  imported  by  Messrs.  Her 
man  Boker  &  Co.  may  have  been  composed  of  flax^  counting  over  one 
hundred  threads  to  the  square  inch,  and  properly  dutiable  at  35  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  it  does  not  follow  that  all  measuring  tapes  are  dutia- 
ble at  that  rate,  inasmuch  as  an  examination  of  the  flax  portions  may 
develop  the  fact  that  the  threads  thereof  may  count  under  one  hundred 
threads  to  the  square  inch,  and  consequently  render  the  goods  dutiable 
at  the  higher  rate,  as  provided  for  by  law  and  said  decision  of  the 
Board. 

The  effect  of  the  Board- s  decision  is  only  to  take  the  articles  in  ques- 
tion from  the  category  of  manufactures  of  metal  and  place  them  in  the 
category  of  manufactures  of  flax,  dutiable  at  35  per  cent,  or  50  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  according  to  the  count  of  the  threads. 

The  Department  fully  appreciates  the  difficulties  which  stand  in  the 
way  of  the  trade  when  doubt  exists  as  to  the  dutiable  character  of  an 
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imported  article,  but  yon  can  readily  see  that  under  the  law  and  such 
Board  decision  the  Department  must  sustain  the  United  States  ap- 
praising officers  in  scrutinizing  each  and  every  importation  of  measur- 
ing tapes,  to  see  whether  the  same  falls  under  the  first  or  second  claiLse 
of  said  paragraph  371. 

In  view  of  the  above,  the  Department  is  unable  to  issue  any  general 
instructions  to  customs  officers  at  New  York  in  regard  to  the  assessment 
of  duties  on  such  goods,  under  the  ruling  of  the  Board  and  the  decision 
of  the  United  States  circuit  court  affirming  such  ruling. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

»  (1065^.)  AssistaM  Secretary. 

Messi^s.  WiEBUSCH  &  HiLGER,  Limited, 

84  Chambers  Street,  New  York,  K  Y. 


(13136.) 
Drawback  on  fish  nets. 

Treasury  Department,  August  24,  1892. 

Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  fish  nets  made  wholly  from  imi>orted 
thread  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  of  the  duties  paid  on  a  quantity  of 
such  material  equal  to  the  net  weight  of  the  exported  article,  less  the 
legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 

The  entry  under  which  the  nets  are  to  be  inspected  and  laden  muj^t 
show  the  gross  and  net  weight,  the  number  of  meshes  from  top  to  bot- 
tom, and  the  size  of  the  meshes,  and  describe  the  thread  used  as  it  i8 
described  in  the  invoice  under  which  it  was  imported. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(1076  g, )  Assistant  Secretat^y. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Xeic  York. 


(13137.) 
Diary  of  foreign  travel — Invoice  value  of. 

Treasury  Department,  August  24,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  ISth  instant, 
in  which  you  inquire  at  what  sum  a  diary  of  foreign  ti-avel  sent  by  yon 
to  London  to  be  printed  should  be  valued  for  the  purpose  of  entry  at 
the  custom-house  on  importation  of  copies  of  the  said  work. 
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lu  reply,  I  have  to  ioform  you  that  the  invoice  of  said  merchandise 
should  contain  a  statement  of  the  actual  cost  thereof,  and  of  all  charges 
thereon,  and  that  at  time  of  entry  such  additions  should  be  made  on  the 
entry  to  the  cost  or  value  given  in  the  invoice  as  in  your  opinion  will 
raise  the  same  to  the  actual  market  value  or  uholesah  price  of  said  mer- 
chandise at  the  time  of  exportation  to  the  United  ^tates  in  the  principal 
markets  of  the  country  from  which  the  same  has  been  imported. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1499^.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

A.  Leffingwell,  Esq.,  Dansville^  -Y.  Y, 


(1313S.) 

Oirailar, — Persovxil  effects  and  baggage  of  immigrants  from  all  European 
and  Asiatic  ports  to  be  disinfected  at  ports  of  departure. 

Treasury  Departmext, 
Office  of  the  Supervising  Surgeon- General  M.S.  Service, 

Washington,!).  C,  Augnst  24,  1892. 

To  ccUectors  of  customs,  medical  officers  of  the  U,  S.  Marine- Hospital 
SenHcey  agents  of  foreign  steamship  lines,  local  quarantine  officers,  and 
others  whom  it  may  concern : 

Department  Circular  Ko.  141,  dated  August  17,  1892,  relative  to  the 
diainfection  of  the  personal  eflfect^j  and  baggage  of  immigrants  prior  to 
embarkation,  is  hereby  extended  to  include  the  baggage  and  personal 
effects  of  immigrants  from  all  European  and  Asiatic  ports ;  and  it  is 
further  ordered  that  the  provisions  of  the  circular  thus  amended  shall 
become  operative  on  and  after  this  date,  except  for  articles  of  baggage, 
etc.,  afloat  prior  to  the  promulgation  of  this  order,  which  must  be  dis- 
infected CD  arrival. 

H.  W.  AUSTIN, 

Surgeon  M.-H.  S.^  for  the  Supervising  Surgeon- General. 
Approved : 

Charles  Foster, 

Secretary. 
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(13139.) 

Appromng  bond  of  New  York  Central  and  Hudson  Biver  Railroad  Cofn- 

pa7iy  as  a  common  carrier. 

Treasury  Department,  August  24,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  5th  instaut, 
transmitting  the  bond  in  duplicate  of  the  New  York  Central  and  Hud- 
son Kiver  Bailroad  Co.  as  a  common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of 
dutiable  appraised  merchandise,  said  bond  being  in  lieu  of  that  of  the 
company  named  approved  January  28,  1879. 

The  bond  is  herebj' approved,  and  one  copy  thereof  herewith  inclosed, 
to  be  placed  upon  the  files  of  your  office. 

Under  its  new  bond  the  company  named  is  authorized  to  transport 
appraised  merchandise  in  bond  between  any  places  In  the  United  States 
which  have  been  or  may  be  hereafter  designated  by  law  as  jjorts  of 
entry  or  delivery  in  suitable  care  or  vessels  owned  or  controlled  by 
said  company  and  running  over  such  connecting  lines  or  routes  as  may 
be  necessary  to  reach  the  port  or  ports  of  destination  named  in  the 
entry  and  manifest  in  each  particular  case.  In  every  instance  where 
other  cai-8  or  vessels  than  those  owned  by  said  company  are  used,  they 
shall  be  distinctly  marked  **New  York  Central  and  Hudson  River 
Bailroad  Company.-' 

You  will  note  the  fact  and  date  of  the  rebonding  of  the  company  upon 

the  copy  of  the  bond  approved,  as  above  stated,  January  28, 1879,  now 

in  your  possession,  and  retain  the  same  without  cancellation,  to  meet 

any  liability  which  may  have  accrued  thereunder. 

EespectfuUy  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13140.) 
Approving  bond  of  Coxoper  (fc  Gregory  as  common  carriers. 

m 

Treasuky  Department,  August  25,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  6th  instant, 
transmitting  the  bond  in  duplicate  of  Cowper  &  Gregory  as  common 
carriers  for  the  transportation  of  dutiable  lumber,  shingles,  and  laths, 
said  bond  being  in  lieu  of  that  of  the  company  named  approved  May 

12,  1884. 
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The  bond  is  hereby  approved,  and  one  copy  thereof  herewith  inclosed, 
to  be  placed  upon  the  files  of  your  office. 

Under  their  bond  Messrs.  Cowper  &  Gregory  are  authorized  to  trans- 
port dutiable  lumber,  shingles,  and  laths  from  the  ports  of  Suspen- 
sion Bridge  and  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  to  the  port  of  New  York,  K.  Y.,  in 
suitable  canal  boats  owned  or  controlled  by  the  said  firm  and  plying 
on  the  Erie  Canal  and  the  Hudson  Eiver  between  the  ports  named. 
In  every  instance  where  other  canal  boats  than  those  owned  by  said 
firm  are  used,  they  shall  be  distinctly  marked  •' Cooper  &  Gregory.'' 

You  will  note  the  fact  and  the  date  of  the  rebonding  upon  the  copy 
of  the  bond  approved,  as  above  stated,  May  12,  1884,  now  in  your  pos- 
session, and  retain  the  same  without  cancellation,  to  meet  any  liability 
which  mav  have  accrued  thereunder. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG, 

Assistant  Secretary, 

CoLLEcrroR  of  Customs,  Suspension  Bridge,  N.  Y, 


(13141.) 
Animals  for  breeding  purposes — ^'Kennel  Chib  Stud  Book,^^ 

Treasuky  Department,  August  25,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  13th  instant,  in  which  you  forward  a  copy  of  a  dispatch.  No.  219, 
dated  the  29th  ultimo,  from  the  United  States  consul-general  at  London, 
Eaglaod,  i*egarding  the  acceptance  of  pedigree  certificates  other  than 
those  issued  by  the  Kennel  Club  for  dogs,  upon  the  importation  of  such 
animals  into  the  United  States  for  breeding  purposes,  and,  as  a  reply, 
beg  to  inclose  herewith  a  copy  Of  a  letter  received  from  the  Acting 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  who  states  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  which,  under  the  law,  advises  this  De- 
partment in  such  matters,  to  recognize  any  other  certificate  for  dogs 
from  Great  Britain  than  those  issued  by  the  '^Kennel  Club  Stud 
Book.'' 

Bespectftilly  yours, 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 
(0842/.)  "  Secreta)'y. 

The  Hon.  The  Secretary  of  State. 
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(13142.) 
Marking  of  watch  springs. 

Treasuby  Department,  August  25,  1892. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  23d  instant,  you  are  iuformed 
that  in  the  case  of  watch  springs  imported  in  boxes  the  provisions  of 
section  6  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  will  be  complied  with  if  tlie 
boxes  bear  the  name  of  the  country  of  origin,  provided  the  springs 

« 

themselves  do  not  belong  to  the  class  of  articles  which  are  ''usually  or 
ordinarily  marked,"  as  is  presumed  to  be  the  case. 

The  Department  concurs  with  you  in  the  opinion  that  in  the  case  of 
such  boxes  marked  with  American  names  the  third  paragraph  of  cir- 
cular of  February  11,  1892,  would  apply  and  require  the  words  "made 
in"  to  precede  the  name  of  the  country  of  origin  of  the  goods. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(996  g. )  As^stant  Secretary. 

CoLL,ECTOR  OF  CUSTOMS,  Xew  York» 


(13143.) 
Certification  of  invoices  from  Russia. 

Treasury  Department,  August  25,  1892. 

SrR :  The  Department  is  advised  that  United  States  Consul  Heeman^ 
at  Odessa,  Russia,  has  given  Consul  Martin,  at  Rostoff,  instractions  to 
refuse  to  certify  all  invoices,  without  any  explanation,  but  presumably 
on  account  of  the  prevalence  of  cholera  in  that  district. 

I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  you  will  instruct  the  consul  at 
Odessa  that  certificates  to  invoices  should  not  be  refused  for  the  reason 
stated,  and  that  the  requirement  of  the  certificates  of  disinfection  pre- 
scribed by  the  Department's  circulars  of  July  8  last  and  the  19th  in- 
stant does  not  affect  the  issuance  of  the  ordinary  certificates  to  invoices 
Respectfully  yours, 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 
(4194/.)  Secretary. 

The  Hon.  The  Secretary  of  State. 
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(13144.) 

Perwndl  and  household  effects  of  immigrants — Certificate  to  show  date  of 

arrival. 

Treasury  Department,  August  25,  1892. 

Sib  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  30th  ultimo, 
complaiuiBg  of  the  action  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Port  Huron,  in 
requiring  that  the  certrficate  for  personal  and  household  effects  of  im- 
migrants should  show  the  date  of  arrival,  or  intended  arrival  of  the 
immigrant,  and  in  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that,  from  a  report  re- 
ceived from  the  collector  at  Port  Huron,  dated  the  18th  instant,  it 
appears  that  he  does  not  require  a  consular  certificate  as  stated  by  you, 
bat  only  that  evidence  should  be  presented  that  the  immigrant  to  whom 
the  eflfects  belong  has  arrived,  or  is  expected  shortly  to  arrive,  in  the 
United  States. 

As  the  right  to  free  entry  accrues  only  on  such  articles  as  belong  to 
persons  arriving  in  the  United  States,  the  requirement  of  the  collector 
appears  to  be  a  reasonable  one,  and  the  Depai*tment  is  of 'the  opinion 
that  his  action  in  requiring  such  proof  is  correct. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(1388^.)  Assistant  Secretary^ 

G.  'W.  Black,  Epq., 

Customs  Agent  J  C.  &  G,  T.  Rwy.,  Port  Suron,  Mich, 


(13145.) 

SuspenMon  of  decisions  of  Board  of  Genef^al  Appraisers  adverse  to  Govern- 
ment 

Treasury  Department,  August  26,  1892, 

Genti-BMEN  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  23d 
iastant,  in  which  tlie  allegation  is  made  that,  in  the  case  of  decisions 
rendered  .by  the  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers  at  New 
York,  adverse  to  the  assessment  of  duty  by  the  collector,  the  various 
collectors  are  not  notified  of  appeals  to  the  courts  which  may  be  taken 
therefrom  either  by  the  collector  or  the  Department  under  the  provis- 
ions  af  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

In  reply  thereto,  I  have* to  state  that  the  Department  has  notified 
collectors  of  customs  that  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers 
60 
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will  go  into  efifect  after  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  from  the  date 
thereof,  tinless,  in  the  tneanwhile,  appeal  has  been  taken  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  in  which  case  they 
will  be  advised,  and  action  will  be  suspended  under  such  decisions 
until  the  questions  iuvolyed  are  judicially  determined.  (See  circular 
of  November  15,  1890,  Synopsis,  10369.)  Customs  officers  are  also  re- 
quired to  notify  the  Department  of  the  taking  of  such  ax)peals  (see 
circular  of  November  18, 1891,  No.  179),  and  are  directed  upon  receipt 
of  notice  of  such  an  appeal  **to  take  no  official  action  under  and  by 
virtue  of  such  decision  until  the  question  shall  be  judicially  de- 
termined.'' 

In  the  case  of  the  decision  of  the  Boai*d  of  General  Appraisers  on 
Astrachan  trimmings  (G.  A.  1496),  the  records  of  the  Department  show 
that  collectors  were  duly  notified  to  disregard  such  decision,  and  to 
continue  the  assessment  of  the  higher  rate. 

Your  allegation,  therefore,  would  appear  to  have  no  foundation  in 
fact,  and  your  suggestion  that  instructions  be  issue<i  generally  to  ciis 
toms  officers  in  all  cases  of  appeals  fiom  adverse  decisions  of  the  Board 
would  seem  to  have  been  anticipated  by  the  Department. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING. 
(1526^.)  Aaststant  Secretai^y, 

The  Kursheedt  Manufacturing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y. 


(13U6.) 
Marble  slabs. 


Treasury  Department,  August  26,  1892. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  your  letter  of  the  18th  ultimo  relative  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  veined  marble  slabs  when  polished  were  properly  classi- 
fied at  your  port  under  pamgraph  124  of  the  tariff  of  October  1,  1890. 
or  whether  such  polished  slabs  should  be  cla.ssified  as  manufactures  of 
marble  under  paragraph  125,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  a  rei>ort  has 
been  received  from  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  under  date 
of  the  23d  instant,  showing  that  such  slabs  have  been  invariably  das 
sified  at  that  port  as  '* manufactures  of  marble,-'  both  under  the  tariff 
of  1883  and  the  tariff  of  1890,  and  that  the  legality  of  such  classiliea- 
tion  has  not  been  contested  by  the  importei's! 

The  Department  is  of  opinion  that  the'long  established  practice  of 
classifying  such  goods  a.s  ^*  manufactures  of  marble"  should  not  be  dis- 
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tnrbed,  and  that  the  question  when  raised  by  importers  should  be 

decided  by  way  of  protest,  etc.,  under  section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10, 

1890. 

You  will  please  be  governed  accordingly. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1214^.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

^  Collector  of  Customs,  Chicago^  III. 


(13147.) 
Clothing  of  passengers — Free  entry  of,  no  limitation  as  to  value. 

Treasury  Department,  August  26,  1892. 

8iR :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  22d  instant,  I  have  to  inform  you 

that  no  law  was  passed  at  the  recent  session  of  Congress  limiting  the 

iibportatioQ  of  clothing  of  passengers  arriving  in  the  United  States  to 

'  any  specific  amount.     It  is  understood  that  the  bill  referred  to  by  you 

did  not  pafis  the  Senate. 

Respectfully^  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Clo20  g,)  Assistant  Seo^etary, 

Louis  V.  Davison,  Esq.,  103  Water  Street ^  New  TorJc. 


(13148.) 

Marking  of  exhibits  for  World's  Fair  not  required  undei^  section  6  of  act  of 

October  1,  1890. 

Treasury  Department,  August  26,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  24th  instant,  you  are 
informed  that  articles  imported  solely  for  exhibition  at  the  World's 
Fair  at  Chicago,  and  which  are  to  be  exported  at  the  close  of  the  Ex- 
hibition, are  not  required  to  be  marked  with  the  name  of  the  country 
of  origin,  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890, 
as  heretofore  held  in  the  case  of  certain  German  goods  for  the  Expo- 
sition arriving  at  the  port  of  Baltimore. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(6514/.)  Assistant  Secretary,  . 

Messrs.  Alpers  &  Mott,  16  Exchange  Place,  New  York. 
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(13149.) 
WorUVs  Fair — Distribution  of  cherry  cordial  as  samples  at. 

Treasury  Department,  August  26,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  23d 
instant,  in  which  you  state  that  it  is  the  intention  of  one  of  your  cor- 
respondents, who  ships  to  this  country  a  beverage  known  as  Copenha- 
gen Cherry  Cordial,  to  make  an  exhibit  at  the  World's  Columbian  Ex- 
position  next  year,  and  you  inquire  whether  certain  cherry  cordial  in 
casks,  which  he  proposes  to  import  and  give  away  in  small  glasses  to 
those  who  visit  his  exhibit  at  Chicago,  can  be  admitted  without  pay- 
ment of  duty  thereon,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  will  give  the  article 
away  as  an  advertisement. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  Department  is  unable,  in  the 
absence  of  a  knowledge  of  the  conditions  under  which  such  samples 
will  be  used,  to  publish  regulations  controlling  their  distribution  in 
advance  of  the  opening  of  the  Exposition. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(6514/)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Culbert  &  Taylor,  39  Broadway^  New  YorJc, 


(13150.) 

No  tolls  at  St,  Mary^s  Falls  Canal  on  freight  in  transit  through  Canada  from 

one  American  j)ort  to  another. 

Treasury  Department,  August  26,  1892. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  an  inquiry  as  to  the  construction  to  be  placed  on 
the  recent  proclamation  of  the  President  relative  to  tolls  for  the  pas- 
sage of  vessels  in  certain  cases  through  the  St.  Mary's  Falls  Canal,  the 
Department  has  decided  as  follows : 

Goods  in  transit  on  through  bill  of  lading  from  one  American  port 
to  another,  transported  partly  by  water  by  American  vessels,  as  is  re- 
quired by  law,  and  partly  by  land  through  Canada,  transshipped  either 
at  American  or  Canadian  ports,  are  not  within  the  prohibition  of  the 
President's  proclamation.  On  proof  of  arrival  of  such  goods  in 
United  States,  as  provided  in  circular  of  Department,  tolls  will  not  l)e 
exacted. 

You  will  be  governed  accordingly,  requiring  the  production  of  proof 
of  the  landing  or  arrival  of  the  goods  in  the  United  States,  as  in  other 
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under  the  instructions  in  Cfrcular  Ko.  145,  dated  August  20, 
lS92j  of  which  a  copy  is  inclosed  herewith  for  your  information  and 
guidance. 

RespectfuUy  yours,  O.  L.  8PAULDING, 

AssiMant  Secretary. 
Cou^<:*roR  of  Customs,  Marquette,  Mich, 


(13151.) 

Withdrawals  of  reicarehoused  goods. 

Treasury  Department,  August  27,  1892. 

Sib  :  In  reply  to*  your  letter  of  the  20th  instant,  I  have  to  inform 

you  that  in  view  of  the  Department's  decision  of  the  24th  of  February 

last  (Synopsis  12410),  the  provisions  of  article  568  of  the  Regulations 

of  1892,  for  withdrawals  of  rewarehoused  goods,  apply  equally  to  all 

ports  of  entry  and  ports  of  delivery  to  which  the  warehouse  privileges 
extend. 

Respectfully  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1508^)  Acting  Secretary. 

Surveyor  of  Customs,  Indianapolis,  Ind, 


(13152.) 

World's   Fair — Free  entry  of  materials  to  be  used  in  the  construction  of' 

pavilions. 

Treasury  Department,  August  27,  1892. 
Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  19th  instant, 
in  wliich  you  state  that  you  hold  that  articles  consigned  as  exhibits,  and 
wliidi  will  be  used  in  the  construction  of  pavilions  for  exhibition  pur- 
poses, such  as  bolts,  plates,  sheets,  cast-iron  sockets,  etc.,  are  entitled 
to  free  entry  when  formally  accepted  as  exhibits  by  the  Director  Gen- 
eral, and  on  receipt  of  such  formal  acceptance  from  him  you  will  per- 
mit tbe  goods  to  be  transferred  to  the  location  assigned  to  them  in  the 
CToniMis,  and  that  you  will  continue  this  practice  unless  contrary  in. 
iitnictions  are  received  from  the  Department. 

In  reply?  I  have  to  state  that  the  Department  sees  no  objection  to  such 
practice,  and  it  is  hereby  approved. 

Itespectfully  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(6514/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Ooi> LECTOR  OF  CUSTOMS,  Chicago^  III. 


I 
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(13153.) 

The  husbanWs  residence  a  factor  in  landing  his  family, 

Teeasuby  Department, 
Office  of  Superintendeivt  of  Immigration^ 

Washington,  JD.  C,  August  29,  1892. 
Sir:  Feige  Albert  (Gilbert),  aged  25  years,  aud  her  four  children, 
aged  respectively  11,  8,  7,  and  5  years,  arrived,  per  steamship  Samaria, 
at  the  port  of  Boston  on  the  22d  instant,  and  were  baiTed  a  landing,  as 
likely  to  become  a  public  charge.  The  family  is  destitute,  and  destined 
to  the  city  of  New  York.     Appeal  by  Morris  Albert. 

It  appears  that  Morris  Albert,  the  husband  and  father  of  this  family, 
preceded  his  family  to  this  country,  and  has  been  a  resident  of  K^ew 
York  four  and  one-half  years.  He  has  been  in  the  employ  of  David 
Bosenthal,  19  Orchard  street,  New  York  City,  for  three  years  last  past 
as  a  tailor,  and  earns  ah  average  salary  of  $15  per  week.  Mr.  Bosenthal 
forwards  a  letter,  witnessed,  by  the  United  Hebrew  Societies  of  Kew 
York,  in  which  he  sets  forth  this  fact,  and  that  it  is  his  desire  to  con- 
tinue Albert  in  his  employment.  It  further  a^ipears  that  Albert  has 
deposited  his  earnings  regularly  in  the  Citizens'  Savings  Bank  of  New 
York,  and  forwarded  the  ticket  to  his  family  for  their  passage  to  this 
country. 

Evidently  Albert  is  an  industrious  and  frugal  man,  and  intends  to 
make  his  home  in  this  country. 

You  are  authorized  to  land  Feige  and  her  four  children. 

Eespectfully  yours,  W.  D.  OWEN, 

Approved :  Superintendent. 

O.  L.  Spaulding, 

Acting  Secretary. 
Hon.  S.  C.  Wrightington, 

Commissioner  of  Immigration,  Boston,  Mass. 


(13154.) 

Drawback  on  pharmaceutical  preparations — No  rebate  of  htternahrevenue 

tax  on  domestic  alcohol,  etc. 

Treasury  Department,  August  29,  1892. 
Gentlemen  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  29th  instant,  the  Depart- 
ment has  to  inform  you  that  a  drawback  *  equal  to  99  -per  cent,  of  the 
duties  paid  on  any  imported  materials,  not  excepting  alcohol,  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  articles  exported,  may  be  obtained  under  the  pro 
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visioDS  of  section  25  of  the  ac-t  of  October  1,  1890.     Pharmaceutical 

preparations  manufactured  in  part  from  domestic  and  in  part  from 

imported  materials  will  be  entitled  to  said  drawback. 

^0  rebate  of  internal  revenue  tax  on  domestic  alcohol  used  in  the 

manufacture  of  articles  producefd  otherwise  than  in  special  bonded 

warehouses  can  be  allowed  on  the  exportation  of  such  aiticles. 

Respectfully  yours, 

^O.  L.  SPArLDi:N^G, 

(1567  g. )  Acthig  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Parke,  Datis  &  Co., 

Care  of  C.  A.  CoiteriUj  1639  ISth  St.,  Washington,  D.  C. 


(13155.) 

TTor/d's  Fair — Free  entry  of  articles  used  in  entertaining  representatives  of 
United  States  and  others  as  a  matter*  of  international  courtesy. 

Treasury  Department,  AuguM  29,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Fred.  Brackett, 
special  agent,  dated  Chicago,  the  24th  instant,  in  w^hich,  at  the  instance 
of  the  Dii-ector-General,  World's  Columbian  Exposition,  he  inquires 
whether  the  provisions  in  paragraph  10,  Eegulations,  November  5, 
1891,  allowing  the  free  entry  of  articles  intended  for  Government 
purposes,  include  articles  that  the  official  commissioners  of  a  foreign 
country  may  import  for  use  in  acknowledging  the  courtesy  of  the 
United  States  Government. 

It  is  understood  from  the  communication  that  the  articles  referred  to 
are  such  as  are  used  in  entertaining  the  representatives  of  this  Govern- 
ment and  others,  and  the  Department  is  of  the  opinion  that  such  arti- 
cles may  be  properly  included  under  the  provisions  of  said  paragraph 
10  as  a  matter  of  international  courtesy. 

Respectfully  yours,  "    O.  L.  SPAXJLDING, 

(6514/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Chicago,  III. 

(13156.) 

Circular. — Vigilance  against  cholera. 

Treasury  Department,  August  30,  1892. 
To  CoHeetors  of  Customs  and  others: 

Collectors  of  customs  on  the  Canadian  and  Mexican  frontiers  are  in- 
structed to  exerciiiTB  special  vigilance  in  the  examination  of  immigrants 
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and  their  eflfecte,  and  to  cooperate  with  the  officers  of  the  Marine  Hos- 
pital Service  and  local  health  officers  in  such  action  as  they  may  deem 
advisable  to  prevent  thS  introduction  of  cholera  into  the  United  States. 

O.  L.  SPAUI/DING, 

Acting  Secretary, 


(13157.) 

World's  Fair — Importation  of  statuary  fffr  exhibition  at,  and  then  pre- 
sented to  a  municipal  corporation. 

Treasury  Department,  August  30,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  22d 
instant,  in  which  you  state  that  a  firm  in  Germany  purposes  sending,  for 
exhibition  at  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition,  a  handsome  group  of 
statuary  made  of  cement  of  their  manufacture,  and  desire  to  know 
whether  they  must  pay  duty  on  it  should  they  leave  it  in  the  country 
after  the  Fair  closes,  and  also  whether, the  statuary  would  be  entitled 
to  free  entry  if  presented  as  a  free  gift  to  a  municipal  corporation. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  provision  of  law  exempting 
from  payment  of  duties  articles  imported  for  the  World's  Columbiau 
Exposition  provides  that  duty  shall  be  levied  on  articles  not  exi)orted 
at  the  close  of  the  Exposition. 

The  law  exempting  works  of  art  presented  to  municix>al  corpora- 
tions requires  that  such  articles  should  be  imporied  eoopressly  for  that 
purpose,  but,  having  been  imported  under  the  exceptional  circumstances 
for  exhibition  at  the  World's  Columbian  Exposition,  they  may  be  treated 
at  the  close  of  the  Exposition  as  if  imported  at  that  time. 

Respectfullv  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1523^.)    .  Acting  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Sinclair  &  Babson,  New  York. 


C13158.) 

Circular. — Pay  of  surfmen  in  the  Life  -  Saving  SeiDice  for  fractional  parts 

of  a  month. 

Treasury  Department,  August  29,  1892. 

The  following  salary  tables  are  prescribed  as  the  rule  for  payiug 
8urfmen  in  the  Life-Saving  Service  who  receive  a  monthly  comx>ensa- 
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tion.      The  several  superintendents  and  other  disbursing  agents  will 
make  their  pay  rolls  and  render  their  accounts  accordingly. 

S.  I.  KIMBALL, 
General  Supenntendent  Life  Saving  Service. 
SAM'L  V.  HOLLIDAY, 
-A^pproved :  ,  Commimoner  of  Customs. 

O.  L.  Spaulding,  a.  F.  McMILLAN, 

Ading  Secretary.  Acting  First  Auditor. 


Number  pf 

$65  per 

month. 

Month  of  30 
days. 

$2  17 
4  33 
6  50 
8  67 
10  83 
13  00 
15  17 
17  33 
19  50 
21  67 
23  A\\ 
26  00 
28-17 
30  33 
.32  50 
34  67 
36  83 
39  00 
41  17 
43  33 
45  50 
47  67 
49  M3 
52  00 
54  17 
56  33 
58  50 
60  67 
62  83 
65  00 

Month  of  31 
days. 

$2  10 

4^19 

6  29 

8  39 

10  48 

12  58 

14  iiii 

lfy77 

18  87 

20  97 

23  06 

25  16 

27  26 

29  35 

31  45 

33  55 

35  65 

37  74 

39  84 

41  94 

44  03 

\           46  13 

'     48  2.3 

50  32 

52  42 

54  52 

56  61 

58  71 

60  81 

62  90 

65  00 

• 

Number  of 
days. 

Month  of  28 

$2  32 

4  64 

6  96 

9  29 
11  61 
13  93 
16  -25 
18  57 
20  89 
23  21 
25  54 
27  86 
.  30  18 
32  50 
34  82 
37  14 
39  46 
41  79 
44  11 
46  43 
48  75    ' 
51  07 
63  39 
55  71 
58  04 
60  36 
62  68 
65  00    ! 

Month  of  29  , 
days. 

1 

-2 

3 

4 

o.... ........ 

$2  24 

4  48    , 

6  72 

8  97 
11  21 
'    13  45 
15  6*9 
17  93 
20  17 
22  41 
24  66 
26  90 
29  14    , 
31  38 
33  62 
35  86 
38  10 
40  34 
42  59 
44  83 
47  07  ' 
49  31 
51  55    ' 
53  79    1 
56  03 
58  28 
60  52 
62  76 
65  00 

1 
2 
3 

4 
5 

6 

i   .mm   ...  ••«••• 

t       6 
7 

•^              .   ... 

8 

9 

lO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15  

1        9 
i       10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 

17 

I^ 

19 

20 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

21 

21 

o2     

22 

23 

23 

24  

24 

25    

25 

og  

26 

27  

27 

28 

28 
29 

"Vl        -.  . 

1 

30 

OV-  ..--.♦•--••■  • 

'■ 

1 

31 

(13159.) 
« 

Heturn  of  immigrants  to  the  country  whence  they  came. 

Treasury  Department,  August  31,  1892. 

Sixt :  In  your  letter  of  the  30th  instant  you  report  Jacob  Neuman,  wife, 
and  four  children  arrived  in  the  United  States  via  Quebec  from  Liv- 
erpool the  latter  part  of  September,  1891,  who  are  now  in  the  city  of 
Baltimore  destitute,  and  supported  by  charity. 


«ad  their  ef 
pital  Servic 
advisable  to  prevent  thfi  introduetic 


(It  Cincionati  to  Pitts 

c  111  It  lie  has  applied  tor 

/Muioie  and  ha.s  been  refiu^l. 

^,    ii  3,  Ih*)!,  piovides  that   '-aiiy 

thiu  one  ^e.u   alter  his  anivjl 

^    1^  e\istiug  prior  to  his  lauding 

„     ,     L  con  e  111  ^  lolation  of  law.  and  s,haH 

^a  1  Jacob  Neumau,  wife,  and  four  childivii 
,j(.,  pdine.  You  will  reuder  this  family  propt-r 
■pal  of  a  vessel  sailing  for  Liverpool, 
etiirii  passage  and  of  the  maintenance  of  tlie 
ling  of  the  vessel  will  be  charged  in  yonr 
s  Department,  refeiTing  to  this  letter  for  your 

O.  L.  SPAULDING. 

Acting  Secretar}/. 

:iDGE,'Jr., 

r  of  Immigration,  Baltimore.  Md. 


(13160.) 
htop  Steaitisliip  Company  as  a  common  carrkr. 
Treasuhy  Dkpabtwent,  Aiigusf  31,  1SE»2. 

has  received  your  letter  of  the  19th  iustaut. 

duplicate  of  the  Wiuthrop  Steamship  Com- 
T  for  the  transportation  of  dutiable  appmis^ 
tieing  in  lieu  of  that  approved  June  2.%  ISHJ, 
The  bond  is  hereby  appi-oved,  and  one  eojiy 
I,  to  be  placed  upon  the  files  of  your  office, 
impany  named  is  authmized  to  transport  dn 
idise  in  bond  between  any  plaws  in  the  Uuiti-U 
ir  may  hereafter  be  designated  by  law  as  poris 
rovided  snch  places  may  be  reached  by  tiic 
after  described,  vi?..,  in  the  steamship  Fin- 
led  b.\-  siiid  company,  and  plying  coastwis». 
and  dute  of  the  rebonding  upon  the  copy  -il" 
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k1,  approved  as  above  stated,  June  23,  1892,  now  in  your  pos- 

^and  retain  the  same  without  cancellation,  .to  meet  any  liability 

iv^  have  accrued  thereunder. 

^pectfully  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Assistant  Seeretm-y, 
XECTOR  OF  Customs,  New  Torh 

(13161.) 
TraHspoiiation  of  Canadian  wheat  front  Duhdh  to  Port  Huron, 

[Telegram.] 

Treasury  Department,  August  31,  1892. 

Neither  Manitoba  nor  domestic  wheat  can  be  carried  in  ('anadian 
bottoms  from  Duluth  to  Po)  Huron,  as  it  would  be  in  violation  of  our 
coasting  laws.  But  if  carried  in  American  bottoms  it  is  not  subject  to 
tolls.  If  carried  through  the  canal  from  Duluth  to  Samia  for  con- 
sumption in  or  export  from  Canada  via  Montreal  or  any  other  port  it 

would  be. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary, 
Hon.  E.  W.  Meddaugh,  Detroit^  Mich, 


(18162.) 

Expense  of  preparing  xceighahle  merchandise  in  bonded  warehouse  for  re- 
weighing. 

Treasury  Department,  August  31,  1892. 

Sre:  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  19th  ultimo,  relative  to  the  ex- 
pense of  preparing  weighable  merchandise  in  bonded  warehouse  for 
reweighing,  under  the  provisions  of  article  299  of  theCnstoms  Eegula- 
tions  of  1892,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  such  expense  must  be  borne 
by  the  importer,  inasmuch  as  the  reweighing  is  solely  for  the  benefit 
of  the  imiK)rter,  and  as  it  is  his  duty  to  submit  his  merchandise  to  the 
Government  weighers,  at  a  suitable  place  for  weighing,  without  com- 
pelling them  to  search  for  the  designated  packages  among  the  goods 
in  the  warehouse,  or  to  carry  the  same  out  of  the  warehouse  to  such 
suitable  place. 

Respectfully  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1536  g, )  Assistant  Secretary. 

C0LT.EOTOR  OF  Customs,  New  Orleans,  La, 
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(13163.) 
Value  of  Austrian  flonn, 

Tkeasuey  Depaktment,  August  31,  1892. 

SiE :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  25th  instant,  inclosing  a  copy  of  dispatch  No.  230,  of  the  15th  ultimo, 
from  our  consul-general  at  Vienna,  in  relation  to  currency  certificate's 
to  invoices  of  goods  shipped  from  Austria-Hungary  to  the  United 
States. 

It  appears  that  immediately  upon  the  reoeiJ)t  of  information  by  cable 
in  regard  to  the  value  of  Austrian  florins,  as  proclaimed  by  this  Depart- 
ment on  July  1,  1892,  the  consul-general  issued  to  the  eonsulslr  officers 
in  Austria-Hungary  the  following  circular: 

The  Director  of  the  Mint  has  estimated  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  hjis  proclaimed  the  value  of  the*norin  of  Austria- Hungary  to 
be  followed  in  estimating  the  value  of  all  merchandise  exported  to  the 
United  States  on  and  after  July  1,  1892,  to  be  for  the  silver  florin  of 
Austria-Hungary  $0.32  and  for  the  gold  florin  of  Austria-Hungar>' 
$0,482. 

Hereafter  the  value  of  the  gold  florin  will  be  used  instead  of  the 
value  of  the  silver  florin  in  estimating  the  value  of  foreign  merchandise 
imported  from  Austria-Hungary,  expressed  in  florins. 

The  nominal  standard  of  Austria- Hungary  is  silver,  but  the  actual 
money  in  which  merchandise.is  ijurchased  is  paper  florins,  the  depre 
ciation  of  which  is  measured.by  the  gold  standard  and  not  by  the  com- 
mercial value  of  the  silver  florin. 

You  ai'e  therefore  directed  to  again  introduce  and  issue  a  currency 
certificate  the  same  as  was  prescribed  by  the  Regulations,  aud  which 
was  in  use  up  to  July,  1890,  in  all  of  the  consular  bureaus  of  Austria- 
Hungary,  the  wording  of  which  was  as  follows : 

CURRENCY   CERTIFICATE.  _ 

1, ,  consul  of  the  United  States  of  America  at 


do  hereby  certify  that  the  true  value  of  the  paper  florin  of  Austria- 
Hungary,  in  which  currency  the  annexed  invoice  is  made  oat,  is 

cents,  estimated  in  United  States  gold  dbllars,  the  value  of  the  eight- 
florin  gold  coin  of  Austria-Hungary  being  taken  at  three  dollars  and 
eighty-six  cents. 

In  conipliance  with  your  request  for  an  expression  of  my  views  upon 
the  subject,  I  have  to  state  that  the  above-ciled  instructions  appear  to 
be  in  accordance  with  the  views  of  this  Department  as  expressed  in  its 
communications  to  you  of  the  3d  and  20th  instant. 

In  regard  to  a  suggestion  contained  in  the  consul-generaPs  dispatch 
^^that  all  invoices  should  simply  be  made  out  in  Austrian  caiTency, 
avoiding  the  words  paper  or  silver  florins,"  this  Department  is  of  opin- 
ion that  so  long  as  the  paper  currency  is  the  currency  actually  paid  and 
received  in  the  commercial  transactions,  any  other  designation  thereof 
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than  ''Austrian  florins 'Ms  unnecessary  for  the  purpose  of  estimathig 
the  dutiable  value  of  the  goods. 
Respectftilly  yours, 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 
(1201  g. )  Secretary, 

The  Hon.  The  Secretary  of  State. 


(13164.) 

[Omitted  from  June  decisious.  ] 

Books  printed^  bounds  and  manufactured  more  Hmn  twenty  years  at  date  of 

importation. 

Trea^try  DEPARTMEirr,  June  14,  1892. 

SrB  :  Referring  to  the  Department's  circular  of  the  15th  of  Novem- 
ber, 1890,  paragraph  3,  regarding  suits  arising  on  decisions  miide  by 
the  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers  under  the  provisions 
of  section  15  of  the  act  of  Octobeb  1,  1890,  I  have  to  state  that  the  De- 
partment is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  the  United  States  Attorney- 
General,  dated  the  8th  instant,  in  which  he  informsthis  Department 
that  lie  has  received  a  report  from  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
district  of  Massachusetts  of  the  trial  of  the  case  of  The  Boston .  Book 
Company,  petitioner  for  review,  and  that  he  has  advised  him  that  no 
apx>eal  will  be  directed  by  his  Department  from  the  decision  of  the 
circuit  court. 

Under  date  of  the  16th  of  March,  1891,  the  United  States  Board  of 
General  Appraiser  at  New  York  affirmed  the  action  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  that  port  in  assessing  duty  at  the  rate  of  25  per  cent,  ad 
valorem  on  certain  books  claimed  by  the  prot^stants  to  be  free  of  duty 
under  paragraph  512,  for  books  which  shall  have  been  printed,  bound, 
or  manufactured  more  than  twenty  years  at  the  date  of  importation, 
<inch  assessment  being  made  on  the  ground  that  the  books  had  been 
recently  rebound,  the  collector  and  the  Board  holding  that  to  be  en- 
titled to  free  entry  the  books  must  be  both  printed  and  bound  more 
than  twenty  yeare  prior  to  impoitation. 

The  Department  has  no  copy  of  the  report  of  the  district  attorney  in 
the  matter,  but  it  appears  from  the  opinion  of  the  court  and  the  letter 
of  the  A-ttorney-General  that  it  was  held  that  such  books  were  free  of 
duty,  although  recently  rebound  for  purposes  of  preservation,  thus 
reversing  the  decision  of  the  collector  and  the  Board. 

You  are  therefore  hereby  authorized  to  take  measures  for  refunding 
the  duties  exacted  upon  the  importation  made  by  the  Boston  Book  Com- 
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pany,  it  being  understood  that  your  decision  in  the  case  was  based  upon 

the  ruling  of  the  Board  (G.  A.  426)  aforesaid,  and  to  apply  this  de 

cision  to  all  other  similar  cases  where  the  requirements  of  law  have 

been  fully  complied  with. 

Eespectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG, 

(7 1 23  /. )  A  ssistayii  Secreta  ry. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Boston,  Muss. 


Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States,  District  of  Massachusetts,    No. 

3556  Law  Docket. 

The  Boston  Book  Company,  FetUionei^for  Review. 
Opiniox  of  the  Court,  Jxme  2,  1892. — Putnam,  J. 

The  Treasury  Department  twice  ruled — the  last  time  January  20. 
liS86 — that  under  the  tariff  act  of  1883  books  printed  more  than  twenty 
yeai-s,  but  importea  unbound,  were  not  entitled  to  free  entry.  The 
Attorney -General,  however,  advised  otherwise  September  16.  1886. 
(Opinions,  vol.  18,  page  461.)  He  reached  this  conclusion  by  making 
^*bound  or  unbound"  relate  to  the  preceding  word  *^  books." 

It  is  my  belief  that  the  change  in  phraseology  which  appears  in  the 
act  of  October  1,  1890,  paragraph  512,  so  far  as  it  reaches  the  preiseut 
case,  should  be  construed  as  intended  to  remove  this  doubt,  and  to 
make  certain  that  the  general  policy  concerning  this  subject-matter 
was  not  extended  as  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General  permitted. 
This  was,  perhaps,  f^ought  to  be  accomplished  by  striking  out  the 
comma  after  '^  unbound,"  for  whatever  such  striking  out  might  be 
worth,  so  as,  perhaps,  to  make  that  word  limit  what  followed  it,  and  not 
what  preceded.  It  was  reached  effectually  and  certainly  by  inserting 
** bound  or"  after  the  words  *' printed  and."  The  present  paragraph 
512  is  therefore  to  be  construed  distributively,  the  words  ''printed 
and  bound"  referring  to  whatever  should  be  bound  to  complete  it  as 
an  article  of  merchandise,  and  '*i)rinted"  and  "manufactured"  to 
everything  else.  I  discover  no  evidence  of  any  other  change  of  legis- 
lative purpose  so  far  as  relates  to  printed  books. 

By  a  literal  construction  of  the  present  statute  the  petitioner's  books 
seem  entitled  to  free  entry,  because,  having  once  been  bound  more 
than  twenty  years  before  importation,  they  comply  with  its  precise 
terms,  notwithstanding  they  may  have  been  bound  again.  But  it  is 
not  necessary  to  rely  on  the  mere  letter,  as  the  considerations  stated 
lead  directly  and  naturally  to  a  rational  construction,  (Holy  Triuitv 
Church  V.  United  States,  143  U.  S.,  457,  463.) 

Moreover,  rebinding  is  not  binding.  The  latter  is  new  and  origiual 
work,  while,  ordinarily,  the  former  is  repairing,  and  usuall}'  omits  tw^o 
of  the  recognized  steps  in  the  latter,  namely,  gathering  the  numl>ers 
and  stitching  them.  Neither  of  these  two  steps  is  necessarily  impliwl 
in  what  is  covered  by  the  word  ** rebinding;"  and  if  the  United  States 
claims  that  they  actually  entered  into  the  present  ease,  it  had  the 
burden  of  showing  this  fact  to  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers,     Bui 
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di^  it  is  appareut  that  these  books  were  Iwund  more  than  twenty  years 
before  imi)ortation,  as  books  of  like  chamcter  are  usually  bound  before 
being  offered  for  sale,  I  would  regard  them  as  entitled  to  free  entry, 
even  though  it  also  appeared  that,  in  consequence  of  accident  or  ordi- 
nary use,  they  had  needed  and  received  repairs  in  all  respects  equal  in 
extent  to  new  and  original  binding. 

I  adopt  the  conclusions  of  the  decision  of  the  Treasury  Department 
of  March  2, 1891  (S.  10,800),  and  hold  that  the  books  are  entitled  to  free 
entry. 

The  petitioner  will  prepare  the  proper  order,  and,  if  not  agreed  to, 
will  submit  it  to  the  court  for  revision. 

For  the  present  the  order  will  be  : 

Petiiioner  entitled  to  relief,  pet*  order  to  be  entered  in  eompliance  irith  the 
opinion  of  the  court 


(13165.— G.  A.  15S6.) 
Bottles  containing  free  goods. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisei-s  at  Xew  York,  July  11,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22289  a-375d8,  of  Baldwin  Brothers  &  Co.,  a^Inst  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  I^ew  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amouut  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
bottleSi  imported  per  Seandia^  August  6, 1891. 

Opinion  by  S&arrbtts,  OetiercU  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  the  Lehigh  University,  an  institu- 
tion incorporated  or  established  for  educational  purposes,  imported 
ei»rtain  philosophical  preparations  in  colored,  molded,  or  pressed  flint 
or  lime  glass  bottles,  and  that  said  preparations  were  intended  for  the 
use  of  the  university  and  not  for  sale.  The  preparations  were  admitted 
to  free  entry  by  the  collector,  and  duty  was  assessed  upon  the  bottles  at 
40  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  104,  N.  T. 

The  apx>ellant8  claim  that  the  bottles  are  necessary  coverings  for  the 
preparations  contained  therein,  and  should  also  be  admitted  free  of 
duty. 

The  Board  has  heretofore  held  that  certain  coverings  for  free  goods 
are  exempt  from  duty.  This  exemption,  however,  does  not  apply  to 
tK)ttles  or  vessels  of  glass. 

Paragraph  104  provides  that  bottles,  vials,  or  other  vessels  of  glass, 
if  filled,  and  the  contents  are  free  of  duty,  such  bottles,  vials,  or  other 
vessels  of  glass  shall  pay  not  less  than  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

We  bold  that  the  collector  committed  no  error  in  assessing  duty  upon 
the  bottles  in  question. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  action  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13166.- 

Unusual  coverings — Leather  < 

Before  the  V.  S.  General  Appi 

In  Ihe  matter  of  the  proteH,  I2aS3a-lilM,  of  Puck  Ji  Tllford,  ■nlni't  the  declaloB  of  Uw  coilMor 
of  ciulomB  at  New  York  ■■  to  tbe  rale  and  amount  of  dufle*  charB«ble  on  ntUlB  luttin 
oaBBB  oontainlng  glastirare,  Imparled  per  Egiipl,  July  3. 1890, 

Opinion  by  Sharbbttb.  Otntral  AppraUtr. 

The  merchandise  in  question  was  imported  prior  to  October  1, 1890. 
and  consists  of  glasK  tumblers  and  minims  contained  in  leather  casee. 
The  value  of  the  cases  is  separately  stated  in  the  invoice  and  was  de- 
ducted by  the  appellants  on  entry,  but  added  back  by  the  appraiser, 
who  returned  the  tumblers  as  manufactures  of  glass  and  the  cases  as 
unusual  coverings. 

The  collector  assessed  duty  upon  the  cases  at  100  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rem, in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  section  7,  act  of  March  3. 
1883.  Leather  cases  containing  tumblers  of  the  kind  in  question  are 
not  unusual,  but,  in  our  opinion,  form  a  part  of  the  merchandise  rather 
than  a  covering  therefor.  The  cases  in  question  were  certainly  not  de- 
signed for  the  safe  transportation  of  merchandise  to  the  United  States. 

The  appellants  having  deducted  the  value  of  these  cases  oiientr>- 
and  in  their  protest,  claimed  them  to  be  free  as  usual  and  necessary 
coverings. 

We  can  only  pjiss  npou  the  correctness  of  this  contention. 

We  find  as  fact.s  that  these  eases  are  not  the  usual  coverings  for 
glass  tumblers  and  minims,  and  that  they  were  designed  for  nse  other- 
wise than  in  the  bona  fide  transportation  of  merchandise  to  the  United 
States. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  the  collector's  action  stands. 

(13167.— G.  A.  1588.) 

Hustian  sardines. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  11, 1892. 

Inthe  matter  oftlieprole«l»,IS6Mn.l80Ma,  anil  IMSTa.of  RopeuateinBrotheraand  ReiaaABwlT. 
ugninst  tbe  dcQlBion  of  llie  «iIleLli>r  of  custouiB  at  Ntw  York  a«  b>  Ibe  rale  end  amaunl  o! 
duties  ehargeable  on  wnalnBO-qiillcd  "piekled  herring,"  imported  per  £uuia,  September  W. 
]8K] ;  aea«dfa,  AURUBl  28,  189] ;  HMa,  September  18,  18»1, 

Opinion  by  StiABBETis,  aatrral  Appraltir. 

The  goods  in  question  are  claimed  by  the  appellants  to  tte  pickled 
herring,  and  dutiable  at  one-half  cent  per  pound,  under  paragraph  294. 
N.  T. 

The  appraiser  reports  that  the  fish  in  question  have  undergone  ai» 
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additional  process  of  preparation  which  takes  them  out  of  the  category 
of  pickled  fish ;  that  they  are  mixed  with  spices,  and  are  similar  to  the 
Russian  sardines  passed  ui>on  by  the  court  in  Hansen  vs.  Bobertson. 

There  is  no  evidence  before  the  Board  tending  to  show  that  the  ap- 
praiser's return  88  to  the  character  of  the  goods  was  erroneous,  and  we 
find  the  merchandise  to  be  as  described  by  that  officer.  , 

We  find  farther : 

(1)  That  the  fish  are  packed  in  kegs,  and  are  commercially  known 

■ 

as  Sossian  sardines. 

(2)  That  they  are  not  commercially  known  as  pickled  or  salted  h^- 
nngs,  and  that  they  are  young  herring  prepared  or  packed  in  some 
other  manner  than  pickled  or  salted. 

We  hold  thi^  the  Bussian  sardines  in  question  were  properly  classi- 
fied and  assessed  with  duty,  under  paragraph  295,  at  30  per  cent,  ad 
valorem,  the  rate  complained  of. 

The  protests  are  overruled  and  the  action  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13168.— G.  A.  1589.) 

Oharges,  dutiable — Oost  of  bundling  metal, 
Before  the  XT.  S.  Gteneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  11,  1892. 

la  the  matter  of  the  protest, 24828  a-18197,  of  Page.  Newell  St  Co.,  againflt  the  deoiaion  of  iUe  oolleo- 
tor  of  cintomi  a(  Kew  York  aa  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  ohargeable  on  certain  oundlee 
of  steel,  all^;ed  error  In  method  of  assessing  duty,  imported  per  Norgt^  August  6, 1800. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  GFensroi  Apjpraiwr. 

The  merchandise  here  consists  of  bundles  of  Siemens-Martin  metal, 
imported  August  5,  1890.  Duty  was  assessed  on  the  gross  weight 
thereof,  which  included  the  weight  of  bands  of  wire  and  pieces  of  wood 
used  to  confine  and  keep  together  the  pieces  of  metal  composing  said 
bundles.  . 

The  protest  is  against  this  action  of  the  collector,  on  the  ground  that 
said  ^' bands  of  wire  and  pieces  of  wood,"  used  as  aforesaid,  constitute 
l^al  tare,  and  that  their  weight  should  have  been  deducted,  under  the 
proviso  of  section  2898  of  the  Bevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States. 

The  collector  in  his  report  directs  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  mer- 
chandise was  imported  after  August  1,  1890,  the  day  on  which  the  act 
of  June  10, 1890,  went  into  effect ;  but  this  fact  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  considered  by  appellants.  This  assumption  is  warranted  by  the 
language  both  of  the  protest  and  of  an  argument  by  them  in  the  form 
of  a  letter,  under  date  of  June  2,  1892,  submitted  at  the  hearing  which 
was  held  on  that  day.    In  this  argument  appellants  say : 

The  invoice  value  of  the  Martin-Siemens  metal  covered  its  cost  in 
bundles  with  strips  of  wood  to  prevent  its  being  bent,  and  wire  to 

61 
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seeare  tftie  bandies.  4^  ^f  =*=  In  determining  the  proper  cfnaDtity  or 
weight  on  which  to  aeseas  the  duty,  we  claim  that  the  provisiooB  of 
section  2898  of  the  Beviaed  Statutes  of  the  United  States  should  be  fol- 
lowed, and  the  duty  assessed  on  the  weight  of  the  Siemens- Uartia  metal 
only. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  collector  calls  attention  to  the  foot  that  the 
importation  in  qnestion  was  made  under  the  provisionfi  of  the  costoms 
administrative  act  of  June  10, 1890. 

Section  19  of  that  act  provides  that  "all  costs,  charges,  and  expenses 
incident  to  placing  ad  valorem  duty-paying  mertdiandise  in  oonditiOD 
packed  ready  for  shipment  to  the  United  States"  shall  be  included  in 
the  dutiable  value  thereof.  Such  costs,  charges,  etc.,  as  are  described 
in  section  2898  aforesaid  were  not  dutiable  under  the  act  of  Marcb  3, 
1883,  but  are  dutiable  under  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  which  went  into 
effect  before  the  date  of  Qte  importation  in  qnestion, 
*  The  protest  in  this  case  proceeds  apon  the  aasomption  that  packing 
chaigee  were  still  free  at  the  date  of  this  importation,  whereas  duty 
was  reimposed  upon  them  by  said  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

The  question  is  not  one  of  "tare,"  but  of  putting  the  merchandise  in 
condition  packed  ready  for  shipment  to  the  United  States,  and  appel- 
lants admit  in  their  protest  that  the  ' '  bands  of  .wire  and  pieces  of  wood  " 
were  "used  to  confine  and  keep  tt^ether  the  pieces  of  metat  compofflog 
the  bundles"  constitnting  the  importation  subject  of  controvert.  In 
the  argument  submitted  at  the  hearing  on  Jane  2,  1892,  it  is  stated 
that  the  invoice  value  of  the  merchandise  in  question  covered  its  coBt 
in  bundles  with  strips  of  wood  to  prevent  its  being  bent,  and  wire  to 
secure  the  bundles.  But  this  is  matter  of  statement  merely,  not  of 
proof.    Appellants  appeared  at  the  bearing,  but  made  no  proof. 

The  Board  is  therefore  without  evidence  upon  which  to  found  an 
opinion  beyond  what  is  afforded  by  the  papers  in  the  case. 

On  this  evidence,  we  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  subject  of  protest  was  imported  August  5, 
1890. 

(2)  That  the  weight  returned  by  the  United  States  weigher  in  excess 
of  the  invoice  weight  represents  the  wood  and  wire  packing  used  about 
the  merchandise,  and,  in  the  absence  of  proof,  its  valne  is  the  same  as 
the  valne  of  the  metal  which  it  covers. 

(3)  That  the  excessive  weight  returned  by  the  weigher  is  therefore 
not  tare  within  the  meaning  of  section  2898  of  the  United  States  Re- 
vised Statutes. 

We  bold  that  the  method  of  liquidation  adopted  by  the  collector  was 
Justified  by  the  facts  and  the  law,  and  bis  decision  is  affirmed. 
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(13169.— G.  A.  1590.) 
Protests — Importers  mu^A  prove  their  cases. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  !N^ew  York,  July  11,  1892. 

In  Ihe  matter  of  the  protest,  24334 ar-6727,  of  B.  Blumenthal  it  Co.,  agatDSt  the  deoMon  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  pearl 
buttons,  measure  of,  imported  per  2Vave,  Januaryi    1892. 

Opinion  by  Hah,  (Tenerol  AppraiBvr. 

The  daim  of  the  protest  here  is  that  the  return  of  the  appraiser,  on 
which  the  action  of  the  collector  was  based,  is  erroneous.  The  language 
of  the  protest  is: 

Certain  x>earl  buttons,  marked  in  the  invoieetas  3  and  4  lines,  were 
liquidated  at  13  and  14  lines,  respectively,  whereas  they  really  are  12 
and  13  lines. 

There  was  a  hearing  of  the  case  on  June  2,  1892.  Appellants  ap- 
peared and  took  an  order  of  submission  of  their  case,  but  offered  no 
proof  in  support  of  the  contention  of  their  protest.  Among  the  papers 
there  is  an  envelope  covering  a  card,  to  which  are  attached  two  pearl 
buttons  measuring  12  and  13  lines,  respectively.  But  whether  these 
battens  are  samples  of  the  goods  subject  of  protest  does  not  appear ; 
they  lack  verification. 

The  Board  is  hence  without  evidence  on  which  to  base  an  opinion 
beyond  that  afforded  by  the  report  of  the  appraiser  and  that  of  the 
collector.  The  memorandum — *'The  buttons  measure  12  and  13  lines 
as  claimed  by  importers,  dated  June  28, 1892,  and  signed  S.  S.  Guion  " — 
relates  to  the  unverified  samples  of  buttons  above  mentioned  and  de- 
scribed. 

We  find  the  £Ei>cts  to  be  as  set  forth  in  the  return  and  special  report 
of  the  appraiser,  and  the  report  of  the  collector,  and  on  this  evidence 
we  hold  that  the  protest  is  not  well  taken.  It  is  accordingly  overruled, 
and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13170.—G.  A.  1591.) 

Orange  peel  in  brine. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  12,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  2S549  a-llS87,  of  Hills  Bros.  Sl  Co.,  against  the  deciaion  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  orange  peel 
in  brine,  imported  per  JS&ro,  March  26, 1892. 

Opinion  \>7  Sha&rsttb,  OenertU  Appraiier, 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  is  claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  en- 
titled to  free  entry  as  orange  peel  under  paragraph  664,  N.  T. 
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Duty  was  assessed  thereon  at  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  the  rate  ap- 
plicable to  unenumerated  anmannfactured  articles,  in  accordance  vith 
section  4,  act  of  October  1,  1890, 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  the  case  that  oranges  were  cut  in  two 
and  placed  in  strong  brine,  and  that  the  brine  destroyed  the  inside  of 
the  fruit,  leaving  the  peel  and  integuments,  in  which  condition  the 
merchandise  was  imported  into  the  United  States.  It  further  appears 
that  this  peel  is  designed  and  suitable  for  no  other  use  than  to  be  can- 
died, preserved,  or  otherwise  prepared.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Board, 
the  limitations  imposed  upon  the  free  entry  of  orange  and  lemon  peel 
extend  only  to  such  peel  as  has  undergone  a  d^ree  of  preservation 
fitting  it  for  use. 

In  the  present  case,  the  orange  peel  is  in  a  crude  state,  preserved 
from  deoAy  by  packing  it  in  brine.  The  brine  itself  is  of  no  commer- 
cial value,  and  we  find  as  £sbct6  that  the  merchandise  is  orange  peel  not 
preserved,  candied,  or  otherwise  prepared. 

We  hold  it  is  entitled  to  free  entry  under  paragraph  664,  N.  T.,  as 
claimed  by  the  appellants,  and  sustain  the  protest. 

The  ruling  is  in  harmony  with  G.  A.  730. 


(13171.— G.  A.  1592.) 

(hverings  (leather)  for  watches  (act  1883). 

Before  the  XJ.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  H"ew  York,  July  12,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22264  0^16684,  of  L.  J.  Olaeiuer  &  Cio.,  agaiiMt  the  decision  of  the  oolteo- 
tor  of  oaatoias  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  aod  amount  of  duties  oharKOikble  on  certain  leather 
coverings  for  watches,  imported  per  La  Champagne^  May  21, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Shabbbtts,  QeMral  AppraiMr. 

The  merchandise  was  imported  under  and  is  covered  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  of  March  3,  1883.  The  articles  subject  of  protest  are 
leather  cases,  each  case  containing  a  watch.  These  cases  were  assessed 
with  duty  at  100  per  cent,  ad  valorem  by  the  collector,  as  unusual  cover- 
ings, in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  7,  act  of  March  3, 
1883. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  cases  are  usual  coverings  for  watches, 
and  as  such  are  exempt  from  duty. 

We  find  as  facts  on  the  fia*ce  of  the  papers  and  from  common  knowl- 
edge that  watches  are  usually  imported  in  separate  cases  for  conven- 
ience and  safety  of  transportation,  and  that  the  value  of  the  cases  in 
question  is  not  unusual  for  their  contents. 

In  our  opinion,  the  contention  of  the  appellants  is  well  founded  and 
the  cases  should  have  been  admitted  to  free  entry  as  claimed  by  them. 

The  protest  is  sustained  and  the  collector  is  hereby  authorized  to 
reliquidate  the  entry  in  accordance  with  this  ruling. 
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(13172.— G.  A.  1593.) 

Spruce  Umber. 

\ 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  13, 1892. 

In  the  matleT  of  the  protests,  18781-2, 14263  and  14451 6,  of  liouls  P.  Morean,'  agrainst  the  decision  of 
the  ooUeetor  of  customs  at  Bangorf  Maine,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
oertafaa  spmoe  timber,  imported  per  railroad,  February  23-29,  March  7,  March  17  and  22,  and 
April  5, 1802. 

Opinion  by  WiULursoN,  OenenU  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  is  sawed  spruce  measuring  upwards  of  15  feet  in 
length  and  upwards  of  6  by  6  inches  in  diameter.  It  was  assessed  for 
duty  at  $2  x>er  thousand  feet,  under  paragraph  218,  N.  T. ,  and  is  claimed 
to  be  dutiable  at  10  x>6r  cent.,  under  panbgraph  216. 

We  find  that  stuff  of  the  measurement  given  is  known  in  trade  as 
tiinber,  and  the  claim  of  the  appellant  that  it  is  dutiable  at  10  per  cent. 
is  hereby  sustained. 

The  question  at  issue  was  decided  in  G.  A.  126.  The  only  differ- 
ence between  that  and  this  decision  is  that  in  the  one  the  collector 
assessed  duty  as  timber  and  appellants  claimed  that  the  merchandise 
was  lumber,  while  in  the  present  instance  the  contentions  are  reversed. 


(13173.  ~G.  A.  1594.) 
Fishing  trousers  and  fishing  lines. 
Before  the  XT.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  13,  1892. 

hi  (he  matter  of  the  protest,  148Zl&-7851^f  O.  O.  Hempstead  A  Son,  against  the  decision  of  the 
ooUedor  of  onstoms  at  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
oertain  fishing  trousers  Ukd  fishing  lines,  Imported  per  Sobraan,  March  8, 1898. 

Opinion  by  Sharrxttb,  Oenerai  Appraiaer. 

The  merchandise  covered  by  this  protest  is^of  two  kinds,  namely  : 

(1)  Fishing  trousers  comx>osed  of  cotton  and  India  rubber. 

(2)  Water-proof  fishing  lines  composed  of  flax  or  materials  of  which 
flax  is  the  component  of  chief  value. 

We  find  as  facets  on  the  fetce  of  the  papers : 

(1)  That  cotton  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  in  the  fish- 
ing trousers. 

(2)  They  are  wearing  apparel  having  India  rubl»er  as  a  component 
niaterial. 

(3)  The  fishing  lines  are  not  yarns  or  threads  of  fiax,  but  are  a  woven 
or  braided  &bric  manu&ctured  from  flax,  yarn,  or  thread  and  other 
substances. 

We  overrule  the  protest  as  to  both  classes  of  goods  and  affirm  the 
action  of  the  collector  relative  thereto. 


#* 
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(13174.— G.  A.  1595.) 
Value  of  lead  in  silver  ore. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  13,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  13487  &,  of  T.  J.  Woodslde,  a«^inst  the  deobion  of  the  oollectorof 
customs  at  Bl  PMo,  Tex.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chaigeable  on  oolain  value  of 
lead  in  silver  ore,  imported  per  railroad,  February  8, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

The  question  is  the  mode  of  estimating  the  value  of  the  lead  conteDt 
in  determining  whether  certain  argentiferous  ores  are  silver  or  lead 
ores.  In  Synopsis  8492  the  Department  advised  that,  In  the  ahsence 
of  more  accurate  data  in  the  invoice  or  otherwise,  the  lead  component 
be  rated  at  the  lowest  known  price  of  bar  lead  in  New  York,  less  1 
cent  a  x>ound.  H"ot  in  conflict  with  this  ruling,  the  Board  held  in  G. 
A.  485  that,  if  possible,  the  classification  of  the  ore  should  be  deter- 
mined by  the  value  of  its  components  at  the  time  and  place  of  impor- 
tation. In  a  subsequent  circular.  Synopsis  11481,  the  Department 
amended  its  ruling  in  Synopsis  9492  as  follows : 

In  determining  the  value  of  lead  contained  in  Mexican  ores,  such 
value  will  be  computed  at  the  latest  known  price  of  bar  lead  in  the 
New  York  market,  leas  H  cents  a  pound. 

The  collector  appears  to  have  regarded  the  advisory  circular  of  the 
Department  as  mandatory,  and  to  have  given  no  consideration  to  the 
El  Paso  value  of  the  lead  content  of  argentiferous  ore.  He  conse- 
quently estimated  the  value  at  the  price  of  bar  lead  in  New  York,l«s 
li  cents  a  x>ound.  This  rating  made  the  inCiportation  dutiable  as  a 
lead  ore  at  1}  cents  a  pound. 

The  importers  have  ftirnished  us  satis&ctory  evidence  that  the  value 
of  the  lead  content  was  42  cents  per  unit  of  20  pounds  at  the  time  and 
place  of  importation.  This  valuation,  according  to  the  proportion  of 
the  components,  entitles  the  ore  to  classification  as  a  silver  ore. 

We  find,  accordingly,  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  a  silver 
ore  containing  lead,  and  hold  that  it  is  dutiable,  under  paragraph  199, 
at  li  cents  a  pound  for  the  lead  contained,  as  claimed  by  the  appelLants. 


(13175.~G.  A.  1596.) 

Olaas  disks,  silvered. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  13,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protrat,  14300 &~43i29,  of  J.  W.  Queen  St  Co.,  againBt  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  oustomfl  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  aa  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  ohaigeable  oo 
certain  silvered  glass,  imported  per  Lord  Chmgh,  July  17, 1891. 

Opinion  hy  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  AppraUer, 

The  goods  are  small  disks  of  silvered  glass  designed  for  use  in  optical 
instruments.     They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent,  and  are 
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claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  45  per  cent,  nnder^  paragraph  122,  N.  T.,  as 
hand,  pocket,  or  table  ]iiirror& 

We  find  that  the  articles  in  question  are  not  hand,  pocket,  or  table 
mirrors.    The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 


(13176.— G.  A.  1597.) 

Cherry  juicej  concentrated. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  13,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  14458-4  6,  of  Bheinstrom  Brothen,  anliut  the  decision  of  the  sur- 
▼eyor  of  cnstoms  at  Cineinnati,  Ohio,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  <m  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
dmry  Juice,  imported  per  Theodore  FUcher,  March  17, 1802. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinsov,  General  Appraieer, 

[Withheld  for  review  by  court.] 


(13177.— G.  A.  1598.) 
Chemical  glassware — Glass  tvbing. 

0 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  13,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  14827-46,  of  Bullock  Sc  Crenshaw,  against  the  decision  of  the  coUeo* 
tor  of  customs  at  Fhlladelphis,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  oharKeable  on  certain 
tubing  for  laboratory  use,  Imported  per  Urbino^  August  6, 1891,  and  CaMegaie^  October  19, 


Opinion  by  Shakrbits,  Qmkeral  ApprwUer. 

The  subject  of  these  protests  is  certain  glass  tubing,  which  was  as- 
sessedwith  duty  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paiagraph  108,  N.  T. 
TMb  tubing  varies  in  size  from  one-thirty-second  to  three-fourths  of  an 
inch  in  diameter,  and  is  imported  in  lengths  of  from  4  to  8  feet.  It  is 
similar  in  api>earance  to  glass  tubing  used  in  the  manu&tcture  of  ther- 
mometers and  barometers.  The  testimony  taken  in  the  present  case, 
however,  tendB  to  show  that  the  merchandise  in  question  was  manufac- 
tored  for  specific  use.  It  is  of  two  kinds,  viz,  hard  and  soft  glass ;  the 
bard-glass  tubes  are  made  for  the  purpose  of  testing  organic  substances 
by  heat,  and  the  soft-glass  tubes  are  constructed  to  be  readily  worked 
before  a  blowpipe  and  used  in  the  adjustment  of  chemical  apparatus. 
The  evidence  further  tends  to  show  that  this  tubing  is  chiefly  used  ia 
laboratories  of  chemists. 

We  make  the  following  finding  of  facts : 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  glass  tubing. 

(2)  It  is  chemical  glassware  for  use  in  laboratories. 

We  hold  that  it-  is  prox)erly  dutiable  at  45  i)er  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  107,  N.  T.,  as  claimed  by  appellants. 
The  protests  are  sustained. 


(13178.— G.  A.  1699.) 

OountaHe  cottons  (mvU  cord  atripea). 

Before  the  U.  S.  Gener^  Appraisers  at  JSeiw  York,  Jnly  13,  1692: 

InlbeoiaHer  ofUie  protsat,  1433Sb-1U0,  of  Cbu.H.  Wyman  &0o..  inlut  tbs  deoMoa  of  Uu 
■urvsyor  of  CDStona  >1  Sl.  IauIs,  Mo.,  OB  to  thgratc  and  kmoont  ordutlea  chargnabls  on  «• 
tola  Ueiwbed  ooUona  (mull  oord  alTlpsa),  imported  per  Samia,  Fabnuiy  I,  Ida. 

Opinion  b^  LintT,  Oaneral  Appraltm: 

We  find  that  Messra.  Chas.  H.  Wymao  &  Co.  imported  into  the  port 
of  St.  Loais,  February  1, 1892,  certain  merohandise  which  was  asstSBed 
for  dnty  at  46  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  ander  paragraph  348,  "S.  T. 

(2)  That  eaid  merchandise  consisted  of  &Dcy  cotton  striped  textile 
fabrics,  claimed  by  the  importers  to  be  known  as  mnll  cord  stripes. 

(3)  That  the  same  is  bleached  cotton  cloth  woven  with  certain  warp 
threads  bo  drawn  as  to  prodnce  mlnnt«  stripes  or  cords  at  regnlar  in- 
tervals. 

(4)  That  all  the  threads  in  the  fabric  can  be  easily  counted,  and  we 
find  the  same  contains  over  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting 
both  warp  and  filling,  and  that  it  is  vfdned  at  over  12  cents  per  square 
yard. 

The  importers  claim  that  said  fobrics  are  not  countable,  anA  that 
daty  shoold  have  been  assessed  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 365,  N.  T. 

In  accordance  with  our  viewsheretofore  expressed  in  other  cases,  ve 
hold  that  duty  was  correctly  asseesed,  and  overmle  the  protest. 


(13179.— G.  A.  1600.) 

Desiccated  vegdablea. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  13,  1882. 

taUieDuUerotlhcpn>t«M,3M97a-Ul>,of  DomIU  A  B«rn*lorfl'.  acidDM  the  decLstou  of  tbgca^ 
leotor  of  ouMomi  at  New  York  u  to  the  nle  and  unount  of  duUea  ohkrssBbla  on  mtoln  n- 
oaJled  "dried  vecetoUce,"  Imported  per  BavA,  DeoBmber M,  IWI. 


Opinion  by  SaAUsm.  Gtai 

The  goode  in  qaestion  are  vegetables  of  different  kinds  shredded  and 
prepared  for  preservation  by  di:ying  with  artificial  heat,  and  then 
packed  in  bags  for  transportation. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  40  per  cent,  ad  valraem, 
nnder  paragraph  287,  X.  T. 

The  appellaDts  claim  that  the  goods  are  dntiable  at  26  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  tmder  paragraph  288,  N.  T. 
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The  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  vegetables  in  question  are  nop 
in  their  natural  stete.  Desiccated  v^etables  are  well  known  articles 
of  commerce.  The  articles  in  question  are  of  that  character  and  haye 
had  considerable  labor  bestowed  upon  them  in  their  preparation. 

The  Treasury  Department,  as  early  as  1859,  decided  that  desiccated 
vegetables  were  dutiable  as  vegetables,  prepared.  Again  in  1887  the 
same  ruling  was  enunciated  by  the  Department.  Congress  continued 
to  provide  for  vegetables,  prepared,  in  acts  subsequent  to  these  deci- 
sions, without  material  change  of  language.  Paragraphs  297  and  298, 
K  T.,  covering  fruit,  make  a  difference  between  fruit,  green  or  ripe 
(in  itB  natural  state),  and  fruit,  dried,  desiccated,  evaporated,  or  pre- 
pared in  any  manner.  This  fact  is  persuasive  of  the  view  that  vege- 
tables, dried,  desiccated,  or  evaporated,  are  v^etables,  prepared. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  goods  are  not  vegetables  in  their  natural 
state. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  action  of  the  collector. 


(13180.— G.  A.  1601.) 

Samster  fur. 

Before  the  U.  S.  (General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  15,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  27818  »-12141,  of  O.  M.  Landaberff,  against  the  deoMon  of  the  oolleotor 
<tf  onstomaat  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  ontiea  chargeable  on  certain  ao-called 
**  drcased  fuzs,**  imported  per  Emt^  April  5, 18B2. 

opinion  b7  Sbabbstts,  O^neral  AppraUer, 

The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  hamster  (a  species  of  rat) 
skins,  dressed  and  sewed  together,  forming  plates  about  4  feet  square. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  these  plates  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  461,  K  T. 

The  appellant  claims  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent,  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  444,  N.  T. 

At  the  hearing  in  the  case  two  plates  taken  from  the  importation  in 
question  were  produced.  An  examination  of  these  plates  shows  that 
they  have  undetgone  no  process  of  manufitcture  other  than  dressing 
the  skins  and  forming  large-sized  skins  as  it  were  from  numerous  small 
ones.  The  testimony  taken  by  the  Board  tends  to  show  that  these 
plates  are  constructed  for  convenience  in  dyeing,  and  that  after  being 
dyed  they  are  to  be  cut  into  strifMS  and  used  as  trimmings  and  for  manu- 
&cturing  puirposes.  The  hamster  is  distinctly  recognized  among  those 
animalft  whose  pelt  furnishes  a  fur. 

We  find  as  &cts  in  the  case  that  the  merchandise  is  fur  dressed  on 
the  sidn,  but  not  made  up  into  articles,  and  the  protest  is  sustained. 
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(13181.— G.  A.  1602.) 
'  Dutiable  value — German  tax. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteote,  18449-60  a,  etc.,  of  PaasAvant  &  Ck>.  et  of.,  against  the  deoiaion  of  ttie 
collector  of  ouatomB  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  or  outiee  ofaargeahle  oa  cer- 
tain pile  fabrics  (German  duty,  etc.),  imported  per  the  vessels  named  and  on  ^e  dates  set  forth 
in  the  annexed  sohedule. 

Opinion  by  SomsBviLiJB,  General  Appraiser, 

[Withheld  for  review.] 


(13182.— G.  A.  1603.) 

^^Sauslik^^  and  ^^ squirrel'^  furs. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  27828  a-12241,  of  J.  Ullmann,  against  the  decision  of  the  ooUedor  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  sonadled 
"  dressed  flirs,"  imported  per  Saale,  April  7, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharbbttb,  Oeneral  Appraieer. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  on  the  face  of  the  papers : 

(1)  The  merchandise  consists  of  '^souslik"  and  ^^ squirrel"  skins, 
permanently  sewed  together  and  designed  for  use  in  lining  ladiee^ 
cloaks. 

(2)  The  merchandise  consists  of  furs  dressed  on  the  skin,  but  not 
made  up  into  articles. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  importation  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  461,  N.  T.  The  appellant  claims  the  merchandise  as 
dutiable  at  20  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  444,  N.  T. 

The  appraiser,  in  his  special  report,  states  that  the  q^ins  in  question 
are  intended  to  be  used  for  lining  cloaks.  From  this  statement  it  ifi 
obvious  that  although  these  skins  have  undergone  a  process  of  mann- 
fieu^ture,  they  have  not  been  made  into  articles  of  fur.  Paragraph  461, 
N.  T.,  provides  for  manufactures  of  fur  not  specially  provided  for, 
whereas  furs  dressed  on  the  skin  but  not  made  up  intp  articles  are 
specially  provided  for  in  paragraph  444,  N.  T. 

[  We  hold  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  more  specifically  pro- 
vided for  in  paragraph  444  than  in  paragraph  461. 

The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained. 
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(13183.— G.  A.  1604.) 
Paraffin — So-called  ^^neutrali'ne^^  not  free  of  dtUy  as. 
Before  the  IT.  S.  Gteneral  Appraisers  at  H"ew  York,  July  16, 1892. 

In  the  mak|er  of  the  protest,  17464ar407il,  of  Selioelkopf,  Hartford  A  MaeUgan,  against  the  deei- 
lion  of  Uie  collector  of  cuatoma  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable 
on  wrtahi  so-called  paz«ffln,  imported  per  i>emia,  August  11, 1891. 

Opinion  hy  Luirr,  General  Approiter. 

We  find  that  Schoelkopf,  Hartford  &  Madagan,  limited,  iiux>orted 
iflto  the  port  of  New  York,  per  Dania,  August  11,  1891,  certain  mer- 
chandise, which  was  assessed  for  duty  at  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  a 
distilled  oil,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

2.  That  said  merchandise,  as  shown  by  sample,  is  a  colorless  liquid 
pofisessing  the  api>earance  and  qualities  of  a  highly  refined  oil,  and  is 
produced  by  distillation  from  paraffin,  ozokerite,  or  from  some  mineral 
substauce,  and  is  in  Cm^  a  distilled  oil. 

3.  That  said  oil  has  been  imported  into  the  United  States  under  the 
name  of  neutraline,  and  is  not  the  article  heretofore  known  to  trade 
and  commerce' in  the  United  States  as  paraffin. 

The  imi>orters  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  entitled  to  free  entry 
ander  section  2  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  as  paraffin,  or  under 
section  5  by  virtue  of  its  similitude  to  paraffin. 

They  cite  an  authority  to  the  effect  that  this  substance  is  a  mixture 
of  the  higher  fluid  members  of  the  paraffin  series,  which,  if  true,  does 
not  make  the  substance  paraffin,  but  a  distillate  thereof. 

The  protest  is  overruled. 


(13184.— G.  A.  1605.) 

Dutiable  charges — Ivkind  transportation  not 

Before  the  U.  S*  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

■ 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22865  o^lSlffZ,  of  Ck>hen  Bros.  St  Ck>.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  x  ork  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  in- 
laod  transportation,  not  dutiable,  imported  per  Cticiler^  August  1, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Shabbrtts,  Qeneral  AppraiBer, 

The  iasue  raised  by  this  protest  is  whether  charges  apx>earing  on  the 
invoice  and  covering  the  cost  of  transx>orting  certain  cotton-lace  cur- 
tains from  Nottingham  to  Liverpool  forms  a  part  of  the  market  value 
of  the  goods. 

We  find  the  facts  in  the  case  to  be  as  follows : 

^1)  The  curtains  were  purchased  at  Nottingham,  at  which  place  the 
invoice  covering  the  merchandise  was  made  and  certified  by  the  United 
Sates  consular  agent. 
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(2)  Kottiughant  is  one  of  the  principal  markets  in  England  for  oot- 
ton-lace  cuttaius. 

(3)  The  appraiser  added  to  tlie  invoice  value  of  several  items  of 
merchandise  per  »e  to  make  market  value  thereof  correct,  and  also 
added  to  the  entered  value  the  cost  of  transporting  the  merchandise 
from  Nottingbam  to  Liverpool,  amounting,  as  stated  in  the  invoice,  to 
£5  188.  6d. 

The  Board  in  Q.  A.  16  held  that  the  cost  of  transportation  to  theei- 
porting  vessel  from  the  place  of  purchase,  a  principal  market  for  such 
merchandise  in  the  country  of  exportation,  was  a  nondutdahle  chaise 
In  the  present  case  we  hold  that  the  ooet  of  transportiDg  the  merchaii 
disc  from  Nottingham  to  Liverpool  is  not  a  part  of  the  oast,  chaifes. 
or  expense  incident  to  placing  the  goods  in  a  condition  ready  to  be 
shipped  to  the  United  States. 

Had  the  appraiser  added  £6  18».  6<I.  to  make  market  value  of  the 
merchandise  at  Nottingham  correct,  we  should  have  decided  that  the 
importers  had  no  remedy  but  to  call  for  a  reappraisement  of  the  mer- 
chandise under  section  13,  act  of  June  10,  1890.  The  appraiser  did 
not  BO  advance  the  valne  of  the  merchandise,  but  added  to  the  entered 
value  thereof  (the  integrity  of  which  entered  valae  he  do^  not  dlB- 
pnte)  the  cost  of  transporting  the  merchandise  from  Nottingham  to 
Liverpool,  which,  in  accordance  *ith  his  construction  of  law,  is  a  du- 
tiable charge. 

Under  the  circumstances,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  appellant! 
in  tluB  case  are  entitled  to  redress  under  section  14,  act  of  Jnne  10, 
1890. 

In  accordance  with  our  finding  of  fiust,  we  sostain  the  protest 


(13185.— G.  A.  1606.) 

Oatton  and  w3k  vettmga. 

Betore  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 


In  (he  nultor  of  Uui  pioteMa,  I4T0«b  ttnd  IMTSA,  of  Xtjei,  KbellaB*  Co.,  uftliut  the  daeUoo  o< 
the  ooUeoMr  o[  ouMonu  itt  Phllkdclphia  u  to  tha  luie  and  unoant  ordnUn  duisssble  w 
aitaln  muufUtnna  of  Bilk  Mid  ootton, Imported  per  .^aiir,Be|itolIib«t3B,18M;  Lmtm,Voma- 
ber  3B,  UBl. 

Opinion  by  I.11MT,  Oairral  Afrraittr, 

We  find  that  Messrs.  Meyer,  Ebeliug  &  Go.  imported  into  the  port  of 
Philadelphia,  on  the  dates  spedfied,  certain  textile  Jabrics  upon  which 
dnt^  was  assessed,  as  cotton  doth,  dyed  or  colored,  containing  an  ad- 
mixture of  silk,  at  10  cents  per  square  yard  and  36  per  oent.  ad  valo- 
rem under  tie  last  proviso  in  paragraph  348,  N.  T. 
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2.  We  find  that  said  merchandise  consists  of  cloth  known  as  vestings ; 
that  cotton  is  the  component  material  therein  of  chief  value ;  that  it 
is  cotton  doth,  colored  or  dyed,  exceeding  200  threads  to  the  square 
iDch,  counting  the  warp  and  filling,  and  contains  an  admixture  of  silk, 
and  that  the  cotton  therein  exceeds  the  silk  in  quantity  and  value. 

The  importers  claim  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  40  per  cent. , 
nnder  paragraph  355,  N.  T.,  as  manufactures  of  cotton  not  specially  pro- 
vided for  in  the  act,  or  at  50  -per  cent,  ad  valorem,  as  manuf^tures  of 
gilk,  under  paragraph  414,  N.  T. 

Upon  our  findings  it  apx>ears  to  be  exactly  covered  by  the  last  pro- 
viso in  i>aragraph  348,  and  holding  that  duty  was  correctly  levied  the 
protests  are  overruled. 


(13186.— G.  A.  1607.) 
^^Cottan  eords^^ — Odble-laid  twines  dutiable  as. 

Before  the  XT.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

In  ttie  matter  of  the  protestw  147796-7882,  of  Shalts  A,  Vandiver,  against  the  deoiaion  of  the  ooUeotor 
of  enetomaat  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  cotton 
twhM,  imported  per  Sovrwm^  Majrch  8, 1802. 

0pini«»n  by  Sharxetts,  Qwneral  Appra4§er. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  Invoiced  as  cotton  cord,  and  was 
assessed  with  duty  by  the  collector  at  35  cents  per  x>ound,  under  par- 
agraph 354,  N.  T. 

The  appellants  claim  the  merchandise  is  known  in  trade  as  cable- 
laid  twine,  and  that  it  is  dutiable  at  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  355,  or  at  23  cents  per  pound,  under  paragraph  342  of  the 
present  act. 

We  find  as  fACts  that  the  merchandise  is  not  cotton  thread  nor  yam, 
but  is  commercially  known  as,  and  is  in  fact,  cotton  cord. 

We  do  not  agree  with  the  appellants  in  holding  that  inasmuch  as 
Congress  has  used  the  word  *^ cords"  instead  of  ''cord"  in  paragraph 
^  it  intended  to  include  therein  only  cords  made  into  completed 
articles  or  such  as  are  used  for  trimming  purposes.  If  any  force  is  to 
be  given  to  the  choice  of  language  used  by  Congress  in  this  paragraph, 
it  would  seem  to  us  to  be  suggestive  of  legislative  intent  to  cover  all 
descriptions  of  cotton  cords,  rather  than  any  particular  kind  of  cotton 
cord.  It  is  manifest  that  the  language  of  paragraph  354  does  not 
warrant  us  in  excluding  therefrom  ordinary  cotton  cord  of  commerce. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and. the  action  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 
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(13187.— G.  A.  1608.) 
^^8par,  manufa/dures  o/'' — Parts  of  polarUcqpes  dutiable  as. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892^ 

In  tiie  matter  of  the  protest.  14822  &-8677,  of  O.  Q.  Hempstead  A  Son,  asainst  the  deolaion  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
polarisoopes,  imported  per  OMo^  September  16, 1801. 

Opinion  by  Sharrstts,  Oeneral  AppraiBer, 

The  articles  covered  by  this  protest  are  x>art8  of  polarisoopes  of  the 
following  kinds,  viz :  (1)  Well  pieces,  Nicol  prisms ;  (2)  mounted  plates ; 
(3)  barrel  pieces. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  these  articles  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  as 
manufactures  of  which  metal  is  the  component  material  of  chief  valne^ 
^nder  paragraph  215,  K.  T, 

The  appellants  claim  the  articles  are  dutiable  at  25  per  cent,  ad 
valorem  ab  manufactures  of  which  spar  is  the  component  material  of 
chief  value,  under  paragraph  459,  N.  T. 

The  Board  had  before  them  domestic  manufacturers  of  x>olariscope6^ 
as  witnesses  in  this  case,  and  from  their  evidence  find  as  facts : 

(1)  The  articles  described  as  Nicol's  prisms  "well  pieces"  and 
"barrel  pieces''  are  composed  of  brass  and  spar,  of  which  materials 
spar  is  the  greater  in  value. 

(2)  The  articles  described  as  mounted  plates  are  not  mannfactared 
in  part  of  spar,  but  are  composed  of  brass  and  selenite,  of  which  ma- 
terials selenite  is  the  greater  in  value. 

Based  upon  these  facts  we  sustain  the  protest  as  to  the  well  pieces 
and  barrel  pieces,  and  hold  the  contention  of  the  appellants  was  not 
well  founded  as  to  the  plates,  of  which  selenite  is  the  comx>onent  ma- 
terial of  chief  value,  and  r^arding  which  the  collector's  action  must 
stand.  

(13188.— G.  A.  1609.) 

Ground  herbs — Ground  paprica  not  dutiable  as* 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisera  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14848 &-M81,  of  G.  W.  Sheldon  A  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  ool- 
lector  of  customs  at  Ohlci^;o  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  ground 
paprica,  imported  per  ShaeOa^  March  10, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shabbettb,  Otneral  Appraiaer, 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  invoiced  as  '' paprica"  (Hungarian 
X>epper).  This  substance  was  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  a  spice  and 
was  assessed  with  duty  by  the  collector  at  4  cents  per  x>ound,  under 
paragraph  326,  N.  T. 
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The  appellants  claini  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  10  per  cent,  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  24^  N.  T.^  as  herbs  which  have  been  ad- 
YaDced  in  valae  or  condition  by  refining  or  grinding. 

The  Board  finds  as  facts  on  the  face  of  the  papers  and  from  common 
knowledge : 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  a  powdered  substance  produced  from  the 
seed  of  the  Hungarian  pepper  plant,  which  plant  bears  a  large  red  pod 
siinilar  in  appearance  to  our  domestic  red  pepi>er. 

(2)  It  is  not  a  drug  nor  is  it  ground  herbs,  the  substance  being  pro- 
duced from  seeds,  and  not  from  the  leaves  and  stems  of  plants  or 
shrubs. 

In  accordance  with  our  findings  of  fayct,  we  overrule  the  protest  and 
the  action  of  the  collector  stands. 

(1318&.— G.A.1610.) 

Damage  allowance. 
Before  the  IT.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proCeet,  160256-239,  of  De  Wolf  A  Hammond,  affaintt  the  decision  of  the  ool- 
todor  of  enstoms  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oer- 
tain  damage  allowance,  imported  per  None  King,  February  20, 1891. 

Opinion  by  WilkiitsOk,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  protest  is  a  demand  for  a  damage  allowance  upon  tin  plate,  the 
damage  having  resulted  from  the  shifting  of  cargo  and  shipping  of 
seas  during  the  voyage  of  importation.  The  appellants  base  their 
claim  upon  section  2984,  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States. 

The  section  named  provides  only  for  damage  by  casualty  after  goods 
have  been  imported.  But  were  the  provision  broad  enough  to  cover 
the  damage  in  question,  the  Board  could  afford  no  remedy,  as  relief 
under  the  statute  is  placed  entirely  within  the  discretion  and  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly.  Beference  is  made  to  G.  A. 
106.  

'      (13190.— G.  A.  1611.) 

Beliguyus  meddla. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16, 1892. 

Is  the  matter  of  the  protest,  10028 &-290.  of  Lafari^i^  Frdres,  against  the  deoision  of  the  collector  of 
cofllonie  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
medals,  imported  per  JSseeitior,  January  18. 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Chneral  Appraiaer. 

The  goods  are  thin,  oval-shaped  medals  of  gold,  silver,  and  brass, 
bearing  varioiis  religious  devices  and  designed  for  devotional  pur- 


poses.  They  were  asseeaed  f 
claimed  to  be  ^itber  exempt 
dutiable  at  45  per  cent.,  QQd< 

We  find  that  (1)  the  articles  are  not  known  commerciaUy  as  jew^ ; 
(2)  that  they  are  not  medals  sueh  as  tropliies  or  prizes,  and  (3)  that 
they  are  mannfactores  of  metal. 

The  claim  of  the  appellants  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  15 
per  cent,  is  sustained. 

In  the  case  Q.  A.  192,  cited  by  the  appraiser,  the  importer  did  not 
malce  an  alternative  claim,  and  the  ruling  that  the  articles  vere  not  ex- 
empt from  duty  sustained  the  oollector's  decision  without  indoising 
the  correctness  of  bis  classification. 

Beference  is  made  to  Or.  A.  429. 


(13191.— G.  A,  1612.) 

Window  ffUaa — C^inder  glast,  colored. 

Before  the  U.  S.  Cteneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

Ib  Ibe  DwltaT  of  (he  pn>t«t,  16088  6-309,  of  Obrale,  Henry  *  ^l*od.  (caJnat 


oertaln  wlodoiv  siaam,  Ijuported  per  l^/ndhur 

Opinion  by  WlI.EiBHin,  Otmirat  Atfpratttr, 

The  merchandise  is  invoiced  as,  and  is,  window  glass.  It  appears 
that  inasmuch  as  the  glass  was  colored,  the  importers  protest  against 
the  assessment  of  duty  at  3i  cents  per  pound  aod  10  per  cent,  under 
paragraphs  112  and  IIS,  claiming  that  it  is  not  "common  window 
glass,"  and  that  it  is  dutiable  at  60  per  cent.,  under  the  provision  of 
paragraph  106  for  articles  of  glass,  colored. 

.  Paragraph  112  provides  for  cylinder,  crown,  and  common  window 
glass,  and  ptuBgrapb  118  prescribes  an  additional  duty  of  10  per  cent, 
for  the  same  class  of  merchandise  when  obscured  or  colored.  We  do 
not  consider  it  pertinent  to  inquire  whether  the  glass  is  common  or 
uncommon  window  glass,  as  we  find  that  it  is  cylinder  glass,  colored  or 
obscured,  and  bold,  accordingly,  that  duty  was  correctly  a 


(13192.— G.  A.  1613.) 

Countable  cottons — fVtraympA  345,  If.  T. 

Before  the  0.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

n  Uie  maUer  of  the  protcat,  XNW  a,  of  Mdht  Brothen,  aCKtnst  (he  dMiaton  af  the  eoUflctor  of  oa 
l«ma  at  New  York  aa  lo  (be  rate  end  unount  ot  duUei  charnkble  on  certnln  ooUoa  doth.  In 
ported  per  OUf  vf  BtrUn,  Jannuy  IS,  UK. 


Opinton  bp  Ltmr,  Oti 

We  find  that  the  protestants,  Mnser  Brothers,  imported  into  t^e  port 
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of  Xew  York  certain  textile  fabrics  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at 
35  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  the  rate  specified  in  the  proviso  of  paragraph 
345,  X.  T. 

(2)  That  said  fabrics  were  cotton  cloths,  not  bleached,  invoiced  as 
plain  cables  containing  less  than  50  threads  to  the  S(£uare  inch,  count- 
ing both  warp  and  filling,  and  were  valued  at  more  than  Gi  cents  per 
square  yard. 

The  importei-s  claim  that  duty  should  have  been  assessed  at  2  cents 
X>er  square  yard,  under  paragragh  344,  X.  T. 

It  will  be  observed  that  in  the  countable  cotton  paragraphs,  from  344 
to  348,  inclusive,  a  rate  of  duty  is  made  dependent  upon  the  value  per 
s<inare  yard,  except  in  paragraph  344.  In  each  of  said  paragraphs,  ex- 
cept 344  and  345,  provisos  refer  to  a  minimum  and  maximum  number 
of  threads,  but  in  345  the  minimum  is  omitted,  and  the  class  limited  by 
the  maximum  number  of  100  threads  subjected  to  the  35  per  cent,  duty, 
is  specified  by  the  value  per  square  yard  irrespective  of  whether  there 
are  less  or  more  than  50  threads  to  the  square  inch. 

We  bold,  therefore,  that  the  provisions  of  paragraph  345  fixing  the 
doty  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem  on  cotton  cloth  applies  to  cotton  cloth, 
not  bleached,  containing  less  than  50  threads  per  square  inch,  counting 
both  warp  and  filling,  provided  it  is  valued  at  more  than  6}  cents  per 
square  yard. 
The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  action  affirmed. 


a3193.— G.  A.  1614.) 
Mantel  borders^  in  pari  of  metal. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  theproteBti,  220Uaand  22615a,of  A.M.  Warner  A.  Co.,  a^insithe  decision  of  the 
eoHector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charseable  on  certain  so- 
called  **  mantel  borders,**  imported  per  Etruria,  December  3, 1890,  and  Servia,  October  28, 1890. 

Opinion  by  LrxT,  OenercU  AppraUer. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  protestants  imported  into  the  port  of  New 
York,  on  the  dates  specified,  certain  fabrics  composed  of  china  grass, 
cotton,  and  lam^,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  as  manufactures  of 
metal  at  4.5  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  fabrics  were  so-called  mantel  borders,  about  6  inches 
wide,  with  a  straight  selvage  on  one  side  and  scalloped  and  fringed  on 
the  other,  woven  in  figures  of  colored  threads  shot  with  metal. 

(3)  That  either  cotton  or  so-called  china  grass,  which  is  a  vegetable 
fiber,  is  the  comiwnent  material  of  chief  value,  the  metal  being  only 
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about  one-sixteenth  of  the  value,  and  that  the  fabric  is  valued  above 
5  cents  per  pound. 

The  importers  claim  at  40  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  374,  N.  T.,  as 
mauu&ctures  of  vegetable  fiber,  or  at  40  per  cent,  as  manufaxztures  of 
cotton,  under  paragraph  355,  N.  T. 

•  The  recent  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  so-called  Album 
case,  Liebenroth  V8.  Robertson,  12  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.,  607,  places  such  a 
construction  upon  the  provisions  of  the  tariff  that  we  are  constrained 
to  hold  that  the  duty  in  this  case  must  conform  to  the  rate  fixed  in  the 
tariff  for  this  article,  according  to  the  component  of  chief  value ;  and 
as  that  is  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem  whether  the  goods  consist  of  cotton 
or  vegetable  fiber,  we  sustain  the  protests. 


(13194.— G.  A.  1615.) 
Dutiable  charges — Costs  of  weighing  wool,  etc. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  19762-5  a  of  Wood  Bros.  &■  Co.  and  Alexander  Murphy  &,  Co.,  a^inst 
the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties 
chargeable  on  certain  wool  (charges),  imported  per  the  vessels  named  and  on  the  dates  set  forth 
in  the  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  General  Appraiser . 

The  appraiser  in  these  cases  added  to  the  invoice  price  certain  charges, 
to  wit,  charges  incurred  in  weighing,  porterage,  labor  of  pressing 
canvas  and  hoops  to  make  dutiable  value,  and  the  collector  included 
such  charges  in  the  value  for  classification  of  certain  wool  under  sec- 
tion 19  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  which  provides  that  whenever  im- 
ported merchandise  is  subject  to  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  duty,  or  to  a 
duty  based  upon  or  regulated  in  any  manner  by  the  value  thereof,  the 
value  of  all  cartons,  cases,  crates,  boxes,  sacks,  and  coverings  of  any 
kind,  and  all  other  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  incident  to  placing  the 
merchandise  in  condition  packed  ready  for  shipment  to  the  United 
States  shall  be  part  of  the  purchase  price  or  foreign  market  value 
thereof. 

The  protests  claim  that  said  charges  were,  incurred  after  the  bales  of 
wool  constituting  the  importation  were  packed  and  in  a  condition  ready 
for  shipment,  and  hence  that  they  were  not  dutiable.  This  is  the  issue 
made  by  the  pleadings. 

The  cases  were  set  for  hearing  on  Juue  2,  1892,  and  one  of  the  par- 
ties to  the  protest  appeared  and  testified  in  his  own  behalf.  But  his 
testimony  is  by  no  means  clear,  and  it  fails,  we  think,  to  establish  the 


925 

verity  of  the  contentions  of  the  several  protests.  To  be  sure  the  wit- 
ness swears  that  he  buys  wool  *^  ex-warehouse,"  and  states  that  '*  ex- 
warehouse"  means  "when  it  is  ready  for  shipment."  He  adds:  '*I 
don't  buy  it  in  the  country."  On  cross-examination  by  the  represen- 
tative of  the  Grovernment,  the  witness  admitted  that  he  had  never  been 
in  Smyrna,  the  place  of  export  of  the  merchandise  in  question. 

To  the  question  :  "  Do  you  know  anything  as  to  the  course  of  busi- 
ness in  Smyrna!"  he  replied,  "  Not  positively,  no  sir."  He  finally 
admitted  that  he  had  never  been  in  the  places  of  export  of  any  of  the 
wool  subject  of  the  protests  under  consideration,  and  that  he  knew 
nothing  of  the  course  of  business  in  such  places  except  by  hearsay. 

The  proof,  in  our  opinion,  is  not  sufficient  to  rebut  the  presumptions 
in  favor  of  the  verity  of  the  reports  of  the  local  appraiser  and  of  the 
return  of  the  collector. 

The  law  of  June  10,  1890,  made  certain  charges  hereinbefore  alluded 
to  dutiable  which  under  previous  laws  had  been  nondutiable.  This 
fact  perhaps  explains  the  indefinite  character  of  the  testimony  offered 
by  ap])ellants. 

We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  various  importations  were  made  under  the  provisions 
of  the  new  tariff  act. 

(2)  That  the  charges  added  by  the  appi^aiser  and  accepted  as  the 
basis  of  classification  by  the  collector  were  incurred  in  placing  the 
merchandise  in  condition  ready  for  shipment  to  the  United  States. 

We  therefore  hold  that  the  action  of  the  collector  was  justified  by 
both  the  law  and  the  facts,  and  his  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13195.— G.  A.  1616.) 
Ba»phe}iry  vinegar. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

in  the  nukiter  of  the  protest,  2(X^9-50a,  of  Meyer  Sc  Lange,  agrainsttbe  decision  of  the  collector  of 
cosUnns  at  New  Tork  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargfeablc  on  certain  raspberry  vin- 
egar, imported  per  Penntylvania,  April  11, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabbetts,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  an  acid  flavored  with  raspberry  ex- 
tract. It  is  put  up  in  bottles  labeled  "Superior  Easpberry  Vinegar.'' 
The  appraiser  returned  the  merchandise  as  fruit  juice,  and  duty  was 
assessed  thereon  at  60  cents  per  gallon,  under  paragraph  339,  N.  T. 
The  appellants  claim  that  the  material  is  a  nonenumerated  manufac- 
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tured  article  and  dutiable  at  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  section  4, 
act  October  1,  1890. 

The  evidence  taken  in  this  case  tends  to  show  that  a  spoonful  or 
more  of  the  liquid  in  question^  when  placed  in  a  glass  of  water,  forms 
a  summer  beverage. 

We  find  as  facts  from  the  evidence  and  from  common  knowledge : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  is  commercially  known  as  raspberry  vin- 
egar, and  is  not  denominatively  provided  for  in  the  present  act. 

(2)  It  is  not  commercially  known  as  a  fruit  juice  and  is  not  fruit 
juice  in  fact,  nor  is  it  similar  in  material,  quality,  or  the  use  to  which 
it  may  be  applied  to  fruit  juice,  nor  any  article  that  is  enumerated  in 
this  act. 

We  hold  that  the  claim  of  the  appellants  is  well  founded.  The  pro. 
test  is  accordingly  sustained. 


(13196— G.  A.  1617.) 

Decorated  pottery. 

Before  the  IT.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  TSOSlar^SSil^  of  P.  Hoykendorf,  a|gainst  the  decision  of  the  ooUector 
of  customB  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  decorated 
pottery,  imported  per  Hekla,  November  16, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  OtnercU  Appraiser. 

The  protest  is  against  the  assessment  of  duty  at  60  per  cent,  on  goods 
contained  in  case  No.  74,  the  appellant  claiming  that  the  duty  should 
be  55  per  cent,  under  paragraph  101,  N.  T. 

A  representative  sample  of  the  goods  in  the  case  is  a  small  terra 
cotta  vase  decorated  with  painting  and  gilding.  The  invoice  of  the 
case  is  headed  "decorat-ed  pottery." 

The  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  plain  earthenware  is  overruled 
and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13197— G.  A.  1618.) 
Glass  toy  slates. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20, 1892. 

In  the  maUer  of  the  nrotests,  23971-2  a,  of  Geo.  Borgfeldt  A.  Ck>.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collec- 
tor of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeahle  on  certain  music 
boxes,  harmonicas,  etc.,  imported  per  Amalfl,  September  29, 1891,  and  Waetland,  July  3;,  l<»i. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  Appraiser. 

The  protests  cover  music  boxes,  harmonicas,  and  so-called  slates. 
We  find  that  upon  invoice  No.  1231,  entry  number  102,291,  all  the 
goods  described  as  *'jouets  a  musique"  aud  "jouets  a  musique  a  Maui- 
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relle,-'  costing  3.75  francs  each  and  less,  are  toys,  and  the  claim  of  the 
appellants  that  they  are  dutiable  at  35  per  cent,  is  sustained. 

We  find  that  all  the  harmonicas  covered  by  the  protest  are  toys,  and 
sustain  the  claim  that  they  are  dutiable  at  35  per  cent. 

Xo  slate  enters  into  the  composition  of  the  so-called  slates,  which  are 
plates  .of  common  window  glass  ground  on  one  side,  provided  with 
vooden  frames  and  accompanied  with  designs  painted  on  paper  in- 
tended to  be  reproduced  on  the  ground  surface  of  the  glass  by  tracing 
with  a  lead  pencil.  The  claim  that  these  articles  are  dutiable  at  30  per 
ceDtw  nuder  paragraph  130,  N.  T.,  is  overruled. 

With  the  exceptions  noted,  the  decision  of  the  collector  as  to  the 
^jds  covered  by  the  protests  is  affirmed. 


(13198— G.  A.  1619.) 

Furniture  damask. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20,  1892. 

Id  tbe  matter  of  the  protest,  210570-60610,  of  Bartmann  A.  Co.,  agfainat  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  cnstomB  at  New  York  aa  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  cotton 
damask,  imported  per  Seandia,  November  30, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Qeneral  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  is  cotton  damask.  It  was  classified  and 
assessed  for  duty  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  colored  cotton  over  150 
and  under  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  and  costing  over  12  cents  a 
square  yard,  under  paragraph  347  of  the  new  tariff  act.  Appellants 
claim  that  it  is  entitled  to  entry  as  '^cotton  damask"  at  40  per  cent, 
ad  valorem,  under  pai-agraph  355  of  said  act,  which  is  in  the  following 
words :  * '  Cotton  damask^  in  the  piece  or  otheincise,  and  all  manufactures 
of  cotton  not  specially  provided  for  in  this  act,  forty  per  centuih  ad 
valorem.'' 

In  his  special  report  the  appraiser  says :  *'This  merchandise  is  known 
to  trade  and  commerce  as  *  furniture  damask,'  and  is  used  for  making 
into  slips  to  cover  chairs  and  sofas." 

A  sample  of  the  merchandise  in  controversy  accompanies  the  pro- 
t^t.  It  is  a  textile  fabric,  light  brown  in  color,  with  blue  stripes,  woven 
in  patterns,  consisting  of  running  figures  on  the  surface,  in  imitation  of 
certain  work  on  steel  known  as  '* damascening,"  which  originated, 
probably,  i  n  Damascus.  One  of  the  best  definitions  of  the  word  * '  damas- 
cened" is  found  in  the  Century  Dictionary:  *' Ornamented  with  a  pat- 
tern shown  by  opposite  reflections  of  light  from  the  surface  without 
ctmtrast  of  color." 


In  justification  of  his  action  in  returning  the  merehandiw  for  duty 
at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  a  "coiinlalile  cotton,"  the  apprait^er refers 
to  a  decision  of  this  Board.  G,  A.  466,  where  it  was  h_eld  that  ceitaiii 
fancy  costume  cloths  were  dutiable  under  the  countable  clauses  of  tlie 
new  tariff  act.  But  his  statement  already  herein  quottd,  '-The  mer. 
chandise  is  known  to  trade  and  commerce  as  furniture  damask."  sbows 
clearly  that  that  ease  and  the  case  at  bar  are  not  parallel.  It  appeared 
in  the  consideration  of  that  case  that  the  merchandise  involved  was 
known  neither  popularly  nor  commercially  as  cotton  damask,  bat  kbi 
known  as  "fancy  costume  cloth,"  designed,  as  the  name  sufficienlly 
indicates,  to  lie  made  into  g-arments  for  woman's  wear. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  is  a  countable  cotton,  but  it  is  "cotton 
damask,"  and  helongs  in  the  category  of  table  furniture,  table  cloths, 
napkins,  etc,  and  covers  for  upholstered  chairs  and  sofas.  The  lan- 
guage of  paragraph  347  of  the  new  tariff  act  (one  of  the  couutable 
clauses)  is  in  part  as  follows:  "Cotton  cloth  +  *  *  excfeding  150 
and  not  exceeding  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  *  *  *  dyed,  col- 
ored, stained,  painted  or  printed,' valued  at  over  12  cents  per  square 
yard,  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem."  In  the  absence  of  any  special  provi- 
sion in  relation  to  cotton  damask,  the  article  subject  of  protest  here 
might,  since  it  is  cotton  cloth  and  countable,  have  fallen  nnder  the 
clause  cited  ;  but  in  paragraph  355  of  said  act  "cotton  damask,  in  the 
piece  or  otherwise,"  is  specifically  provided  for.  The  question,  then. 
is.  Which  designation  is  the  more  definite — "cotton  cloth,''  as  found 
in  paragraph  M7,  or  "cotton  damask,"  as  found  in  paragraph  355'. 
As  already  observed,  the  article  in  question  is  cotton  cloth;  but  it  is  a 
particular  kind  of  cotton  cloth,  to  wit,  cotton  damask;  and  cotlou 
dama.sk  is  provided  for  eo  nomine  in  said  paragraph  355. 

On  the  evidence  and  the  report  of  the  appraiser,  and  on  common 
knowledge  obtained  through  infercoui'se  with  merchants  and  others  in 
the  course  of  the  performance  of  our  official  duties,  we  find  the  follow- 
ing facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  was  imported  under  the  provision  of  the 
new  tanff  act. 

(2)  That  it  is  a  textile  fabric  composed  of  cotton,  exceeding  150  lUhI 
not  exceeding  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  warp  and  fllling- 

(3)  That  it  is  known  popularly  and  commercially  as  cotton  dam:t*k. 

In  view  of  the  facts,  we  see  no  escai>e  from  the  conclusion  that  tin- 
collector  was  in  error  in  cliissifying  the  cotton  damask  in  coutrovei'sy 
as  cotton  cloth  under  paragraph  347.  The  protest  appears  to  be  well 
taken,  and  it  is  sustained.     The  entry  yill  be  reliquidated  accordingly. 
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(18199— G.  A.  1620.) 

Bamboo  splints  for  electric-light  carbons. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Xew  York,  July  20,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protests,  178(K>-1  and  17863  a,  of  Perry.  Ryder  &  Co.,  Edson  General  Electric 
Co.,  o^inat  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount 
of  daties  chargeable  on  certain  bamboo  splints,  imported  per  Cocutwiae,  September  22,  1801; 
railroad,  October  15,  1891 ;  CocutwiMe,  July  31,  Itij^l. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  thin  slips  or  splints  of  bamboo  about  15  inches  long 
by  ^  of  an  inch  wide  and  of  uniform  size.  They  were  assessed  for 
duty  at  35  per  cent,  as  manufactures  of  wood,  and  are  claimed  to  be  ex- 
empt  from  duty  as  an  undressed  grass,  under  paragraph  697,  N.  T.,  as 
a  vegetable  substance,  unmanufactured,  under  paragraph  653,  or  as 
bamboo,  unmanufactured,  under  paragraph  756,  or  dutiable  under  par- 
agraph 229,  at  10  per  cent.,  as  reeds,  or  at  15  per  cent.,  under  para- 
graph 220,  as  wood,  unmanufactured. 

It  is  in  evidence  that  the  slips  are  not  to  be  uaed  in  their  present 
condition,  but  that  they  are  to  be  shredded  into  carbons  for  incandes- 
cent electric  burners,  and  that  the  merchandise  was  put  in  its  present 
shape  for  convenience  of  handling  or  transportation. 

In  the  various  paragraphs  covering  woods.  Congress  has  placed  a  re- 
stricted limitation  upon  the  term  ** unmanufactured."  For  instance, 
in  paragraph  220,  the  expression  *^not  further  manufactured  than 
sawed"  shows  that  sawing  is  held  to  be  a  species  of  manufacture.  Fol- 
lowing the  provision  for  **  bamboo,  unmanufactured,"  in  paragraph 
756,  we  find  "briarwood  and  similar  wood  not  further  manufactnred 
than  cut  into  blocks,"  and  ''sticks  not  further  manufactured  than  cut 
into  lengths." 

•  We  find  that  the  merchandise  in  question  has  been  stripped  or  peeled 
from  sawed  bamboo  joints  and  afterwards  dressed  to  a  uniform  size  and 
.smoothness,  and  that  it  is  not  bamboo  or  wood, unmanufactured.  We 
find  also  that  it  is  not  an  undressed  fiber  nor  a  vegetable  substance  un- 
manufactured, nor  is  it  chair  cane  or  reeds. 

The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 


(13200— G.  A.  1621.) 

Chrome  {so-called  mineral)  green. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Xew  York,  July  20, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  19638  a,  of  Laurie,  Buchanan  &  RuKden,  agrainst  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so- 
called  "mineral  green,"  imported  per  De  Ruyter,  October  3,  18i)l. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  a  green  paint,  assessed  for  duty  as  chrome  green 
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at  4J  cents  a  pound,  under  paragraph  53,  N.  T.,  and  claimed  to  be 
dutiable  as  mineral  green  at  25  per  cent.,  under  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph 60  for  paints  and  colors  not  specially  i)rovided  for. 

The  chemist  of  the  United  States  laboratory  reports  that  the  paint 
is  composed  of  sesquioxide  of  chromium. 

It  is  invoiced  as  chromcr  green,  and  we  fipd  that  it  is  chrome  greeu. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  is  aflarmed  accordingly. 


(13201— G.  A.  1622.} 

Horseshoe  mdl  blanks. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  July  20,  1892. 

In  the  malter  of  the  protest,  141936,  of  F.  W.  Meyens  it  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Plattslturg,  N.  Y.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  horse- 
shoe-nail  blanks,  imported  per  Qrand  Trunk  Railway.  February  24, 1^. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  invoiced  as  horseshoe-nail  blanks.     The  collector  re 
ports  that  inasmuch  as  they  are  incomplete  hoi'seshoe  nails,  he  assessed 
duty  upon  them  uujier  the  similitude  clause  as  horseshoe  nails.  -  Ap- 
pellants claiiii  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  45  per  cent-  under 
paragraph  215. 

To  be  converted  into  horseshoe  nails  the  blanks  are  scaled,  cold 
rolled,  freed  of  the  surplus  metal  by  dies,  and  pointed. 

We  find  that  the  goods  are  not  horseshoe  nails,  and  that  they  aie 
manufactures  of  metal.  Being  provided  for  under  paragraph  215,  the 
similitude  clause  is  inapi^licable. 

The  claim  of  the  appellants  is  sustained  accordingly. 


(13202— G,  A.  1623.) 

(1)  Protests,  indefinite  and  multi famous — (2)  Embroidered  jute  and  coiioi\ 

table  covers. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  19544  a,  of  Messrs.  Stern  Brothers,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  laces,  wear- 
infi:  apparel,  piece  goods,  etc.,  imported  per  Bretagne,  September  15,  1891. 

Opinion  by  I^unt,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  Messrs.  Stern  Brothers  imported  into  New  York,  per 
La  Bretagne^  September  15,  1891,  a  great  variety  of  merchandise,  con- 
sisting in  part  of  laces,  wearing  apparel,  piece  goods,  fancy  articles 
plush  table  covers  embroidered  with  metal,  and  other  items,  all  too 
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nnmeroQS  to  mention,  and  subject  to  various  rates  of  duty,  contained 
in  an  invoice  of  more  than  twenty  x)ages. 

That  some  of  the  fabrics  were  composed  of  cotton,  silk,  and  metal, 
others  of  jute  and  cotton,  and  so  on  in  great  detail. 

The  collector  assessed  duty  thereon  under  various  and  appropriate 
provisions  of  the  tariff  act  of  October  1,  1890,  and  although  the  pro- 
testants  were  notified  and  afforded  an  opportunity  to  offer  some  evi- 
dence to  the  Board  in  support  of  their  supposed  claims,  they  failed  to 
do  so. 

The  protest  in  this  case  is  a  printed  form  evidently  designed  to  save 
labor  for  the  protestants,  and  effective  in  consuming  the  time  of  cus- 
toms officere,  who  by  law  are  entitled  to  more  specific  information  of 
dissatisfaction. 

The  protest  is  made  against  the  assessment  of  duties,  as  made  by  the 
collector,  on  certain  **  table  covers,  tidies,  curtains,  portieres,  or  other 
manufactures  composed  of  metal  thread,  in  combination  with  cotton, 
jute,  and  flax,  or  either  of  said  materials,  and  similar  merchandise  com- 
posed of  tinsel  wire,  lam^  or  lahn  in  combination  with  cotton,  jute,  and 
flax,  or  either  of  said  materials  contained  in  packages  marked  and  num- 
bered as  described  on  the  entries  thereof,  to  which  for  nior^  certainty 
of  description  reference  is  hereby  had,  and  we  claim : 

1.  That  when  the  metal  thread  is  the  component  material  of  chief 
value  said  merchandise  is  not  enumerated,  and  is  therefore  dutiable  at 
20  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  section  4  of  the  tariff  act  of  October 
1,  1890,  or  at  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  Schedule  C,  paragraph 
190,  and  section  5  of  said  act. 

Four  additional  claims  are  made  in  the  protest,  to  the  effect  that 
when  cotton,  flax,  jute,  and  tinsel  wire  are  respectively  components  of 
chief  value,  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  under  the  various  paragraphs 
ot  the  tariff  a£t  recited  applicable  to  merchandise,  the  component  ma- 
terials of  which  are  as  at)ove  specified. 

In  the  schedule  making  a  part  of  the  protest  the  merchandise  is  speci- 
fied as  follows:  '*S.  B.  2984,  and  others  as  per  invoices  and  entries.'^ 

The  collector,  in  reporting  ui)ou  this  protest,  states  that  the  **  table 
covers''  were  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  colored  jute  and  icotton 
plush  embroidered  with  metal,  60  per  cent.,  and  duty  was  assessed  at 
that  rate,  under  paragraph  373,  N.  T.,  and  we  find  that  jute  and  cot- 
ton were  the  component  materials  of  chief  value  in  said  table  covers, 
and  they  were  articles  embroidered  by  hand  or  machinery. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  this  protest,  like  many  similar  oncvS  on 
file,  is  insufficient  for  reasons  above  stated,  but  upon  the  merits  of  this 
case  we  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  decision  of  the  collector. 
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(13203— G.  A.  1624.) 
Hat  formn  of  cotton  and  sparterie  not  entitled  to  free  entry  as  spatierie. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  19537  a,  of  Messrs.  Stern  Bros.,  sfcainst  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties. chargeable  on  certain  so-called 
*' formes  sparterie''  and  "  fenilles  sparterie,"  imported  per  La  fouraine,  August  11, 1891. 

Opinion  by  I^unt,  Qenerai  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  Messrs.  Stern  Bros,  imported  into  New  York  p<^r 
steamer  La  Tmiraine^  August  11,  1891,  certain  merchandise  invoiee<l  as 
^'formes  sparterie"  and  '* fenilles  sparterie.'' 

The  first  mentioned  was  assessed  for  duty  at  40  per  cent,  ad  valoi^em 
under  paragraph  355,  N.  T.,  as  manufactures  of  cotton  not  specially 
provided  for,  and  the  latter  was  admitted  free  of  duty. 

(2)  That  the  items  aforesaid  assessed  fof  duty  were  hat  forms  man- 
ufactured from  sparterie  and  cotton  fabrics,  and  the  item  passed  free 
was  sheets  or  strips  of  sparterie  not  made  up  into  any  special  form. 

(3)  That  in  said  hat  forms  cotton  was  the  component  material  of 
chief  value. 

The  protestants  claim  that  sparterie  is  free  under  paragraph  711. 
As  the  only  sparterie  on  the  invoice  was  passed  free,  the  occasion 
for  filing  this  protest  is  not  apparent,  and  it  is  overruled. 


(13204— G.  A.  1625.) 

Protests  sent  to  collector  through  the  inails. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  10800b,  of  Mrs.  £.  Danforth,  against  tlie  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Burlington,  Vt.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certnixi  fur  gar- 
ments, imported  per  railroad,  November  6,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Sombrville,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  consists  of  a  lady's  fur  cloak  and  a  fur  muff,  im- 
ported from  Canada  by  the  protestant,  Mrs.  E.  Danforth,  on  November 
0,  1891. 

The  articles  are  claimed  to  be  free  of  duty  as  wearing  apparel  of  a 
person  arriving  in  the  United  States,  and  as  being  appropriate  for  the 
purpose  of  her  journey  and  her  present  comfort  and  convenience,  under 
paragi-aph  752  of  the  new  tariff  law. 

We  find  the  facts  of  the  case  to  be  jis  stated  in  the  accompanying  re- 
port of  the  deputy  collector  at  St,  Albans,  Vt. 

We  hold,  however,  that  we  have  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  on  the 
merits  of  the  ease,  as  the  protest  was  filed  with  the  collector  more  than 
ten  days  after  the  final  liquidation  of  duties. 
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We  find  the  facts  to  be : 

1.  The  final  liquidation  of  duties  by  the  collector  was  made  Novem- 
ber 6,  1891. 

2.  The  protestant  transmitted  her  protest  to  the  collector  through 
the  regular  post  by  mailing  it  at  Hartford,  Conn.,  directed  to  the  col- 
lector at  St.  Albans,  Vt.,  by  registered  letter. . 

3.  This  letter  reached  the  post-office  at  8U  Albans  on  November  16, 
1891,  but  did  not  come  into  the  collector's  hands  until  the  following 
day,  November  17. 

We  are  of  opinion  that  this  was  not  a  compliance  with  the  recjuire- 
ments  of  section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890.  That  section  requires 
that  importers  shall  express  their  dissatisfaction  with  any  decision  of 
a  collector  by  ^^givivg  notice  in  writing  to  the  collector,"  stating  dis- 
tinctly and  specifically  the  reasons  for  such  objections.  This  writing 
is  commonly  called  a  protest,  and  the  practice  is  to  lodge  or  file  it  in 
the  office  of  the  collector,  who  indorses  on  it  the  date  of  its  receipt 
by  him. 

We  do  not  think  that  the  mere  mailing  of  the  notice  by  deposit  in 
the  post  office  is  a  full  compliance  with  the  law.  The  paper  mailed 
may  be  destroyed  or  lost  in  transitu,  and  the  protestaut  a^umed  not 
only  that  risk,  but  also  the  hazard  of  its  being  received  by  the  collector 
too  late.  The  protest  must  reach  the  office  of  the  collector  within  the 
ten  days  required. 

Notices  given  in  cases  where  commercial  paper  goes  to  protest  are 
governed  by  an  entirely  different  rule,  and  they  bear  no  analogy  to  the 
notice  required  by  section  14  of  said  act  of  June  10,  1890,  which  means 
an  actual,  as  distinguished  from  a  mere  constructive,  notice. 

The  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13205— G.  A.  1626.) 

Dutiable  charges — Brokerage,  lot  monkey,  etc. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20,  1892.  . 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  142386  and  142396,  of  Corey  Leather  Company,  against  the  decision 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Boston,  Mass.,  hb  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  tanned  skins,  chari^es  on,  imported  per  British  Empire,  Hepteml>er  25,  1891 ;  Kansas, 
November  5,  1891;  Brituh  Empire,  November  11,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Somervilxe,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  question  raised  by  the  protests  in  these  cases  is  whether  certain 
charges,  designated  on  the  invoices  as  **  brokerage"  and  ''lot  mouey,'^ 
are  dutiable  as  a  part  of  the  market  value  of  the  merchandise. 

The  facts  we  find  to  be  as  follows : 

1.  The  merchandise  consists  of  tanned  skins,  imported  under  the 
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new  tariff  act  of  1890,  which  were  purchased  at  public  auction  in  Lon- 
don, one  of  the  principal  markets  of  England  for  such  articles. 

2.  The  local  appraiser  in  estimating  the  dutiable  value  of  the  skins 
added,  to  make  market  value,  the  following  charges,  which  appear  ou 
the  invoice  :  (1)  An  item  called  ^* brokerage,''  which  amounts  to  one- 
half  of  1  per  cent.  (2)  An  item  of  1  shilling  per  lot  of  skins,  called 
**lot  money.'' 

3.  These  charges  are  a  part  of  the  cost  of  handling  said  skins  and 
of  cla*ssifying  or  assorting  them  so  as  to  be  put  in  proper  condition  for 
more  ready  sale ;  and  we  find,  as  stated  by  the  local  appraiser,  that 
^' these  lot  money  and  brokerage  charges  always  accrue  by  this  method 
of  sale,  and  become  a  fixed  part  of  the  selling  price  of  said  skins  to  all 
buyers,  whether  brokers,  dealers,  or  consumers." 

4.  The  market  value  of  the  skins  as  a  mercantile  commodity  is  en- 
hanced precisely  to  the  extent  of  the  charges  added,  by  reason  of  the 
incurring  of  these  expenses  for  handling  and  assorting. 

5.  The  said  item  of  so-called  ^^ brokerage"  we  find  was  not  such  in 
fact.  It  was  not  paid  as  a  commission  to  an  agent  or  broker  for  serv- 
ices which  did  not  enhance  the  value  of  the  goods  before  exportation. 

Under  the  rule  laid  down  in  our  decision  G.  A.  836,  we  hold  that 
these  charges,  having  been  incurred  for  labor  which  resulted  in  increas 
ing  the  market  value  of  the  merchandise  prior  to  exportation,  were 
properly  added  as  elements  of  dutiable  value. 

A  like  ruling  was  made  by  the  Treasury  Department,  under  the 
tariff  act  of  1883  (Synopsis  8899),  and  the  practice  of  this  Board  on  re- 
appraisements  of  value  has  been  to  include  these  charges  as  a  part  ol 
the  market  value  of  like  merchandise  under  similar  conditions^. 

The  collector's  decision  in  each  case  is  affirmed. 


(13206~G.A.  1627.) 

Crocus. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20.  1892. 

fn  the  matterof  the  protest,  25149  and  25150  a,  of  J.  Lee  Smitli  <&  Co.,  afrainat  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so- 
called  "  crocus,"  imported  per  Buffalo,  February  25, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  Appraiser. 

» 

The  merchandise  is  invoiced  as  crocus.  The  chemist  of  the  United 
States  laboratory  reports  that  it  is  composed  of  the  sesquioxide  of  iron 
produced  in  the  process  of  burning  i)yrites.  It  was  assessed  for  duty 
at  25  per  cent.,  under  i)aragraph  60,  X.  T.,  as  a  color,  and  is  claimed 
to  be  dutiable  under  section  4,  at  20  per  cent. 
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We  find  from  the  testimony  that  while  the  chief  use  of  crocus  is  as  a 
polishing  powder,  it  is  also  used  to  a  not  inconsiderable  extent  as  a 
color,  and  that  it  is  known  both  as  a  color  and  as  a  polishing  powder. 

Were  it  a  question  between  classification  as  polishing  powders  and 
colors,  the  article  would  belong  to  the  first-named  category,  but,  a^ 
polishing  i)owders  are  not  specially  enumerated  and  colors  are,  the 
Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  article  is  dutiable  under  the  color 
schedule  rather  than  under  the  provision  for  nonenumerated  articles. 

The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 


(13207— G.  A.  1628,) 

Chinese  goods — Preserved  fniits,  prepared  vegetables,  and  so-called  tooth- 
brushes. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protestg,  9665a,  etc.,  of  Kwong  Lung  Yuen  el  at.,  aKainst  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  cuBtoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
merchaudise,  imported  p^r  vessels  and  at  dates  named  in  schedule  annexed. 

Opinion  by  Smarretts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  articles  covered  by  these  protests,  and  which  are  claimed  by  the 
api)ellants  to  be  dutiable  under  certain  specified  paragraphs  of  the  act 
of  October  1,  1890,  are  as  follows : 

(1)  Watermelons  prepared  or  preserved  in  soy  or  sirup,  (2)  bean?^ 
pref^rved  in  brine,  (3)  bean  sticks,  (4)  bird  quills  filled  with  tooth 
powder  and  invoiced  as  toothbrushes,  and  (5)  so-called  Chinese  and 
medicated  Sham-shu  wines. 

The  prepared  watermelon,  beans  in  brine,  and  bean  sticks  were  as- 
sessed with  duty  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  287,  N.  T. 
The  bird  quills  containing  tooth  powder  were  classified  as  toilet  prep- 
arations and  duty  assessed  thereon  at  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  77. 

The  Board  finds  as  facts*:  ' 

(1)  That  the  watermelon  is  fruit  preserved  in  a  species  of  sirup  or 
molasses. 

(2)  That  the  beans  in  brine  are  beans,  prepared. 

The  claim  of  the  appellants  that  the  watermelon  is  dutiable  at  35  per 
c<Mit.  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  303,  N.  T.,  and  the  '* beans,  pre- 
pared," at  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  271,  's,  in  our 
opinion,  well  founded. 

To  this  extent  the  protests  are  sustained. 

We  further  find  that  the  quills  containing  tooth  powder  are  not  tooth- 
brushes ;  that  the  bean  sticks  are  prepared  vegetables ;  and  as  to  these 
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articles  we  overrule  the  i>roteHt  and  affirm  the  decision  of  the  collector. 
BegardiDg  the  so  called  wines,  the  appellaota  having  offered  no  proof 
as  to  the  dutiable  character  of  the  goods,  we  &n6  the  facts  to  be  as  stated 
by  the  collector,  and  aifirm  his  decision  relative  thereto. 

The  protests  as  to  the  cooBtitationality  of  the  act  of  October  1, 1890. 
and  the  value  of  the  Mexican  doMar  are  overruled. 

(1320S— G.A.1629.) 
Prolents  iigaiwit  liquidalUma  on  pro  forma  entries — When  to  be  Jitei. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  20,  1892, 

Inihe  matter  or  tbeiiro(esl.2t»3Sa-<»9es,  atQ.  V 
lector  of  customs  at  Ne»  Yorlc  u  la  the  riLte  > 
typeA,  imported  per  QoUiia,  October  IQ,  ISSl. 

>  Opinion  by  Shakksttt^,  Qtnrrtd  ApjtraUer. 

The  merchandise  covered  by  this  protest  does  not  exceed  ?100  in 
value.     Entry  was  made  thereof  without  invoice. 

The  appraiser  returned  the  merchandise  a»  manufactures  of  metal 
valued  at  314  marks,  and  upon  this  amount,  or  8i75,  the  equivalenl 
thereof,  the  collector  asseeaed  duty  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  215,  N.T. 

There  was  no  formal  liquidation  of  the  entry,  but  the  amount  ascer- 
tained by  the  collector  to  be  due  for  duties  was  paid  by  the  appellants 
October  16, 1891.  On  December  17, 1891,  protest  was  filed  against  the 
rate  and  amount  of  duty  assessed  upon  the  merchandise,  the  appellants 
claiming  the  merchandise  to  be  type  specially  provided  for  under  para- 
graph 208,  N.  T. 

Without  considering  the  merits  of  appellants'  contention  r^arding 
the  dutiable  character  of  the  merchandise,  we  overrule  their  protest. 

The  Board  has  heretofore  held  that  importers  have  the  right  to  pro- 
test E^ainst  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  assessed  upon  mercbandiae 
entered  for  consumption  without  invoice.  We  now  hold,  however, 
that  such  protests  are  subject  to  the  conditions  and  exactions  imposed 
by  section  14,  act  of  June  10,  1890.  One  of  the  requirements  of  the 
section  is  that  protest  must  be  filed  within  ten  days  after  the  ascer- 
tainment and  liquidation  of  duties  upon  merchandise.  In  the  case  of 
merchandise  entered  on  cousulated  or  pro  forma  invoices,  the  collector 
stamps  the  date  of  liquidation  on  the  invoices.  The  absence  of  this 
stamp  as  to  merchandise  entered  by  appraisement  does  not  iiuply  thai 
there  was  no  liquidation  in  such  case.  The  assessment  and  payment 
of  the  ascertained  amount  of  duty  is  the  liquidation,  and  the  omission 
of  the  collector's  stamp  merely  leaves  in  doubt  the  date  of  such  liqni- 
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datioD,  but  the  practice  at  all  ports  in  cases  of  this  kind  is  to  require 
payment  of  duties  upon  the  same  date  as  the  ascertainment  thereof. 

In  this  case  there  is  no  dispute  that  the  protest  was  filed  more  than 
ten  days  after  the  payment  of  duty,  and  we  so  find  as  a  matter  of  fact ; 
and  we  hold  that  protest  was  not  filed  within  ten  days  after  date  of 
liquidation  of  duties. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  will  stand 
affirmed. 


(13209— G.  A.  1630.) 

Theatrical  swords,  etc. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  22,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24S28a,  of  W.  Daxian,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs 
at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  manufactures  of  metal, 
imported  per  Totiraine,  October  6,  IWl. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  QentrcU  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  consists  of  short  and  long  swords  of  various  pat- 
terns. They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  45  per  cent.,  under  215,  N.  T., 
aud  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  35  per  cent.,  under  the  provision  of 
paragraph  160  for  swords  and  side  arms. 

The  articles  are  intended  for  theatrical  purposes  and  are  not  of  a 
kind  to  be  serviceable  in  battle.  But  we  do  not  see  that  any  distinc- 
tion can  be  drawn  between  swords  worn  on  dress  parade  and  in  stage 
displays  or  those  to  be  used  in  actual  fighting. 

We  find  that  the  goods  are  swords  or  side  arms  and  sustain  the  claim 
that  they  are  dutiable  under  paragraph  166,  N.  T. 


(13210— G.  A.  1631.) 

Wroughtiron  tubes. 

Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  22,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  148256,  of  G.  C.  Conroy,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  cus- 
toms at  BafTalo,  ^.  Y.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  wrought- 
iron tubes,  imported  per  8ervia,  April  11, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wiucikson,  Chneral  Appraiser. 

A  representative  sample  is  a  common  wroughtiron  tube  about  li 
inches  in  diameter  and  -j^  of  an  inch  thick.  The  merchandise  wa^ 
assessed  for  duty  at  2 J  cents  a  pound,  under  paragraph  157,  N.  T.,  and 
is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  45  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  215. 


938 

Paragraph  157  provides  for  ^* boiler  or  other  tubes."  The  Board 
held,  in  G.  A.  483,  that  the  term  '* other  tubes"  was  comprehensive 
enough  to  cover  bicycle  tubes,  and  we  are  fully  satisfied  that  the  article 
in  question  is  dutiable  under  the  paragraph  named. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed  accordingly. 


V         (13211— G.  A.  1632.) 
Paragon  wire. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  July  22, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proiesto,  13081 6-7386,  of  Mr.  H.  W.  Belcher,  against  the  decision  of  theooUeo- 
tor  of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
rolled  decarbonized  steel  in  coils,  imported  per  Astrion^  March  12, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Qeueral  Appraiaer. 

The  merchandise  is  flat  steel  in  coils  about  1  inch  in  width  and  less 
than  j^^  of  an  inch  thick.  It  was  assessed  for  duty  at  50  per  cent, 
under  paragraph  148,  N.  T.,  and  is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  2  cents  a 
pound,  under  paragraph  146. 

At  the  hearing  of  the  case  the  appellant  testified  that  the  article  was 
intended  for  the  manufacture  of  umbrella  ribs,  and  is  known  as  para- 
gon wire. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  is  flat  steel  wire  drawn  through  dies 
or  rolls  thinner  than  ^H^  of  an  inch  thick. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed  accordingly. 


(13212— G.  A.  1633.) 

Turkish  muskets. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  22,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  26343  ar-34478,  of  A.  A.  Van  tine  it  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  Turk- 
ish guns,  imported  per  Qermanic^  May  22, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  AppraUer, 

The  goods  are  Turkish  guns  with  long  barrels,  ornamented  stocks, 
and  flint  locks.  They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  45  per  cent.,  under 
paragraph  215,  N.  T.,  and  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable,  under  paragraph 
169,  N.  T.,  at  25  per  cent,  as  muskets. 

The  guns  are  of  antiquated  pattern,  but  they  are  of  a  class  of  firearm5 
known  prior  to  October  1,  1890,  as  muskets,  and  we  find  that  they  are 
muskets. 

The  claim  of  the  appellants  is  sustained. 


i — r-- 
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(132ia— G.A.1634.) 

Prepared  truffles  dutiable  08  mushraama. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  23,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  2115&-6a,  of  Park  ft  Tilford,  asainat  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
eofltoma  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duttoa  chargeable  on  certain  truffles,  im- 
ported per  Champagne,  February  4, 1891,  and  Oaacogne^  June  2, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabbbtts,  Qmierdl  Appraiser. 

[Withheld  for  review  by  court.] 


(13214— G.  A.  1635.) 
Artists^  water-color  paints. 


Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  23,  1892. 

In  tiw  matter  of  the  protest,  16030  6-5181,  of  P.  Weber  Sc  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  water-color 
paints,  imported  per  JMrnau^  September  5, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabbbtts,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  in  question,  as  shown  by  the  exhibits,  is  (1)  Bern- 
brandt  color  boxes  (tin,  japanned,  6}  inches  long  and  3  inches  wide), 
containing  twelve  pans  of  soft  water  colors  and  three  brushes  (2)  ; 
wooden  boxes  colored  and  varnished,  9}  inches  long  and  6  inches  wide, 
coDtaining  fifteen  cakes  dry  colors,  sepia,  India  ink,  crayons,  cup,  sau- 
cer, and  brushes. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  both  classes  of  goods  at  30  per  cent,  ad 
Talorem,  under  paragraph  61,  N.  T.,  as  artists'  water-color  paints. 

The  apx>ellants  claim  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  25  per  cent, 
nnder  the  said  paragraph. 

The  Board  in  Q.  A.  1558  decided  that  similar  merchandise  was  duti- 
able at  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  the  alternative  rate  claimed  by  the 
appellants  in  that  case  to  be  applicable  to  the  merchandise.  In  the 
present  case  all  of  the  leading  importers  of  artists'  materials  located  in 
Xew  York  City  were  summoned  to  appear  before  us  to  testify  as  to 
facts  bearing  upon  the  dutiable  character  of  the  merchandise.  The 
concurrent  testimony  of  these  witnesses  is  to  the  effect  that  but  two 
kinds  of  water- color  paints  put  up  in  cakes  are  known  to  the  trade, 
namely,  toy  water  colors  and  artists'  water  colors.  The  merchandise 
known  as  toy  water  colors  is  usually  imported  in  small  plain  boxes 
costing  not  more  than  25  marks  per  gross. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  merchandise  covered  by  the  protest  is  com- 
mercially known  as  artists'  water-color  paints. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  decision  of  the  collector. 
63 
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.  (13215— G.  A.  1636.) 
Waste — Rubber  scrap. 
.  Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  25,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  26511 0^10295,  of  Wm.  H.  Cummiogs  &  Son,  a^^alnst  the  deciBion  of 
the  oollector  of  ouatoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  od 
certain  waste  oloth,  imj>orted  per  Marengo,  March  8, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharbxtts,  Oeneral  Appraiier.  ^ 

[Withheld  for  review  by  court] 


(13216— G.  A.  1637.) 
SUk  corset  la/sets. 


Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  E^ew  York,  July  25, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  23714  (&-1006,  of  J.  Beckel  A  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oertain  silk  corset 
lacets,  imported  per  Bourgogne^  December  14, 1891. 

*  opinion  by  Shabretts,  Oeneral  Appraieer. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  silk  corset  lacets.  These  articles  are 
about  15  feet  long  and  three- fourths  of  an  inch  wide,  and  have  metal 
tags  on  the  ends  thereof.  The  appraiser  returned  the  laeets  in  question 
afi  silk  knit  goods.  They  were  so  classified  by  the  collector  and  assessed 
with  duty  at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  413,  N.  T.  The 
appellants  claim  the  articles  are  silk  braids,  or  manufactures  of  which 
silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  and  dutiable  at  50  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  412  or  414,  N.  T.  The  Board  finds 
as  facts : 

.(1)  That  the  articles  are  not  silk  knit  goods,  but  are  corset  lacets 
made  on  a  braiding  machine. 

(2)  The  merchandise  is  not  wearing  apparel  and  is  not  braids. 

(3)  Silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  entering  into  the 
fabrication  of  the  goods. 

We  hold  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  414,  N.  T.,  as  claimed  by  ihe  appellants,  and  sustain 
the  protest.  

(13217--G.  A.  1638.) 

Waste,  jute,  not  paper  stock — Waste,  cotton  and  wooL 


Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  ISTew  York,  July  25,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  152606-6441,  of  Joseph  Josephs  &  Bro.,  against  Uie  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  ihe  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeaUe  on  cer> 
tain  waste,  imported  per  CcutlehiU,  December  15,  }891. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Oeneral  Appraieer. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  consists  of  jute  waste,  classified  and 
assessed  for  duty  at  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem  under  paragraph  472  of 
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the  new  tariff  act,  and  of  cotton  and  wool  waste  claBsifled  and  assessed 
for  duty  at  30  cents  per  pound  under  paragraph  388  of  said  act.  Ap- 
pellants claim  that  said  jute  waste  is  entitled  to  free  entry  under  para- 
graph 670  of  said  act  and  that  said  cotton  and  wool  waste  is  entitled  to 
free  entry  under  paragraph  549  of  said  act. 

There  was  a  hearing  of  the  case  on  the  7th  of  June,  1892,  at  which 
appellants  appeared  and  submitted  samples  of  the  merchandise  subject 
of  controversy. 

An  examination  of  these  samples  shows  the  character  of  the  mer- 
chandise :  (1)  The  jute  waste  appears  to  be  the  refuse  yarns  thrown  off 
in  the  process  of  manufacturing  jute  fabrics.  (2)  The  cotton  and  wool 
waste  is  the  refuse  of  a  cotton  and  woolen  factory,  thrown  off  in  the 
process  of  manufacturing  cotton  and  woolen  fabrics.  Webster  definei| 
the  word  '*  waste"  as  "refuse 5  especially  the  refuse  of  cotton,  silk,  or 
the  like.'' 

Paragraph  472  of  the  new  tariff  act,  under  which  the  jute  waste  was 
assessed  for  duty,  is  as  follows :  "  Waste,  not  specially  provided  for  in 
this  act,  ten  per  centum  ad  valorem." 

Paragraph  388  of  said  act,  under  which  the  cotton  and  woolen  waste 
was  assessed' for  duty,  is  in  part  as  follows:  "On  noils,  shoddy,  top 
waste,  *  *  *  and  all  other  wast^  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of 
wool,  the  duty  shall  be  30  cents  i)er  pound." 

A  mere  statement  of  the  facts  strongly  supports  the  correctness  of 

the  action  of  the  collector ;  but  the  protest  contributes  somewhat  to  the 

same  end.    In  that  document,  appellants  say  of  the  cotton  and  woolen 

waste: 

A  very  small  i)ercentage  of  woolen  waste  is  contained  in  the  bale, 
the  great  bulk  of  the  contents  being  cotton  waste,  and  that  there- 
fore the  woolen  waste,  not  being  an  appreciable  amount,  and  only  con- 
tained in  the  bale  by  accident,  no  duty  should  have  been  exacted  upon 
the  said  bale. 

It  is  clear  from  this  admission  that  the  so-called  cotton  and  woolen 
waste  is  in  part  wool.  In  a  late  case,  that  of  Knauth,  Nachod  &  Kiihne 
w.  The  collector  of  l^ew  York,  under  date  of  June  10,  1892  (unpub- 
lished), the  Board  held  that  a  quantity  of  wool  thread  waste  provided 
for  in  paragraph  .388  of  the  new  tariff  act  at  30  cents  per  pound  could 
not  be  admitted  to  entry  at  10  cents  per  pound  under  paragraph  389  of 
said  act  by  mixing  it  with  a  larger  quantity  of  mungo. 

We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  was  imported  under  the  new  tariff  act. 

(2)  That  the  samples  submitted  at  the  hearing  and  marked  '' Exhibit 
A"  and  "Exhibit  B"  are  true  samples  of  the  merchandise  under  pro- 
test 


N.  •* 


942 

(3)  That  sample  marked  *^ Exhibit  A''  is  in  part  woolen  waste,  and 
represents  one  bale  of  the  merchandise,  No.  81. 

(4)  That  sample  marked  '^Exhibit  B"  is  jnte  waste,  oonsistiiig  of 
refuse  yarns  thrown  off  in  the  process  of  manufacturing  jute  fabrics, 
and  that  there  is  no  evidence  tending  to  show  that  it  is  designed  for 
use  as,  or  is  fit  only  for,  paper  stock ;  that  it  is  fit  for  other  uses;  and 
that  it  represents  twelve  bales,  "No.  80  and  Nos.  82-92. 

On  these  facts  we  hold  that  the  collector  was  justified  in  assessing 
the  merchandise  for  duty.  The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision 
of  the  collector  affirmed. 


(13218— G.  A.  1639.) 
Sorsehair,  dyed,    , 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  25,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  13265  and  14331  &,  of  William  Wilkens  A  Co.,  against  the  decMon  of 
the  collector  of  customs  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chazKcable  on 
certain  horsehair,  dyed,  imported  per  OtraiUo^  January  5, 1892;  RiaUo^  February  10, 1883. 

Opinion  by  Shabhsttb,  OenenU  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  horsehair,  dyed  black.  Duty  was 
assessed  upon  these  goods  at  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  unenumerated 
articles  partly  manufactured,  in  accordance  with  section  4,  act  October 
1,  1890. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  horsehair  in  question  is  of  no  more 
value  than  the  remainder  of  the  importation,  which  is  horsehair 
cleaned  but  not  dyed,  and  that  it  is  entitled  to  free  entry  under  para- 
graph 604,  N.  T. 

The  Board,  in  G.  A.  1252,  decided  that  dyeing  constituted  a  process 
of  manufacture.  In  the  cotton  schedule,  cotton  cloth  that  is  dyed  is 
made  to  pay  a  greater  rate  of  duty  than  cotton  cloth  which  has  under- 
gone no  further  process  of  manufacture  than  fabrication.  Paragraph 
443  imposes  a  greater  rate  of  duty  upon  feathers,  colored  (dyed),  than 
upon  feathers,  crude.  These  two  examples  furnish  so  convincing  a 
proof  of  the  intent  of  Congress  to  make  dyeing  a  process  of  manufac- 
ture that  the  Board  feels  constrained  to  adhere  to  its  previous  ruling. 

Then  again,  hair  curled  suitable  for  beds  or  mattresses  is  removed 
from  the  free  list  and  made  dutiable  under  paragraph  450,  N.  T.  The 
process  of  curling  hair  does  not  constitute  a  greater  process  of  manu- 
facture than  dyeing  hair.  This  is  to  some  extent  a  legislative  inter- 
pretation of  the  meaning  of  the  term  hair  of  horses,  cattle,  and  other 
animals,  cleaned  but  unmanufactured. 
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Three-fourths  of  the  merchandise  named  in  the  invoices  covered  by 
these  protests  is  horsehair,  not  dyed,  and  was  admitted  to  free  entry 
by  the  collector  under  paragraph  604.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  there 
is  a  class  of  imported  merchandise  falling  within  the  terms  of  this  par- 
agraph. 

We  find  as  faiCte : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  is  not  horsehair,  unmanufactured. 

(2)  It  is  not  a  manufacture  of  hair  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute, 
bat  is  an  article  manufactured  in  whole  or  in  part  not  provided  for  in 
the  present  act. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 


(13219— G.  A.  1640") 

Protests — Time  far  filing. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  28,  1892. 

Inlbe  matter  of  the  protest,  10058 a-48196,  of  China  and  Japan  Trading  Co.,  aeainst  the  decision  of 
the  collector  of  ctutoma  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cer- 
tain bamboo,  imported  per  Agottino  Bombo^  September  8, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Somxrvillb,  Omieral  Appraiser. 

The  liquidation  of  duties  in  this  case  was  made  October  7, 1891,  and 
the  protest  was  filed  with  the  collector  on  October  17,  1891. 

The  collector  declined  to  entertain  the  protest,  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  not  filed  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  section  14  of  the 
act  of  June  10, 1890. 

The  protest  itself  was  clearly  filed  in  time,  having  been  lodged  on 
the  eleventh  day,  counting  the  date  of  liquidation. 

The  rule  of  the  common  law  as  to  the  computation  of  time  is,  that  if 
an  act  is  to  be  done  within  a  specified  period /rom  or  after  a  day  named, 
the  first  day  designated  is  excluded,  and  the  last  day  of  the  specified 
period  is  included.  In  brief,  the  rule  is  to  exclude  the  first  and  include 
the  last  day.  (Sheets  vs.  Selden,  2  Wall.  (U.  S. ),  177 ;  Butcher  vs. 
Wright,  94  U.S.,  553.) 

This  mode  of  computation  brings  the  filing  of  the  protest  under  con- 
sideration within  the  ten  days'  time  required  by  law  for  protests  to  be 
filed. 

It  is  made  to  appear,  however  (and  we  so  find),  that  the  increased 
duty  teas  not  paid  until  October  19,  1891,  which  was  more  than  ten  days 
after  the  stamped  date  of  liquidation. 

This  fact  would  authorize  the  collector  to  refuse  to  entertain  the  pro- 
tests under  our  decision  G.  A.  1035,  and  his  decision  is  accordingly 
affirmed. 


(13220— G;  A.  1641.) 
Cotton  andpap&-  table  covers. 
Before  the  V.  S.  General  Appraisera  at  Sew  York,  July  28, 1 

Id  (lie  matter  of  the  prol«l.  !SlZ2a-93S7.  of  A.i 

The  merchandise  is  a  textile  fabric  composed  of  a  cotton  warp  aud 
paper  woof,  with  designs  of  gilt-paper  tliread  or  braid  sewed  ou.  It 
waa  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent,  under  paragraph  373,  N.  T.,  and 
is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  either  at  40  per  cent  as  a  manufactnre  of 
cotton,  under  355,  N.  T.,  or  at  25  per  cent,  as  a  manufacture  of  paper. 
under  425,  N.  T. 

We  find  that  cotton  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  and 
that  the  fabric  is  not  embroidered.  The  claim  that  the  merchandise  is 
dutiable  at  40  per  cent,  is  sustained. 


(13221— G.  A.  1642.) 
Advances  on  a^raisemetd — Importer  entitled  to  notice.  , 

Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  July  28, 1892. 

la  tlie  matter  of  the  protest.  ISSWb-T^BO.  of  O.  W,  Sheldon  A  Oo.,  BitHtnM  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  custqnil  st  Philadelphia  u  to  the  rule  and  amount  of  dutieaoharseable  on  oetlwD 
hoalery,  Imported  per  Attrion,  Much  18, 1892. 

Opinion  by  S01IKHV1U.E,  Oentral  Jpjiratier. 

We  make  the  following  findings  of  fact  in  this  case : 

(1)  The  merchandise  consists  of  ladies'  and  misses'  cotton  hosiery  of 
various  sizes  and  of  the  description  stated  by  the  collector,  and  was 
imported  March  18,  1892. 

(2)  The  importers  invoiced  the  different  sizes  as  all  of  the  same  uni- 
form market  value  per  dozen. 

(3)  The  local  appraiser  returned  the  goods  as  being  of  different 
market  values  according  to  size,  the  highest  value  being  3.75  rnark^ 
and  he  stated  tbat  the  goods  were  invoiced  at  an  averse  price.  He 
did  not  advance  the  total  invoice  value. 

(4)  The  collector  classified  the  goods  under  paragraph  353  of  the  neir 
tariff  act,  and  assessed  upon  the  whole  invoice  the  rate  to  which  the 
highest  valued  goods  in  such  invoice  were  subject. 

(5)  The  collector  did  not  mail  any  notice  to  the  importers  informing 
them  of  the  resnlt  of  the  appraisement,  nor  were  they  advised  in  any 
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manner  of  tlie  action  of  the  local  appraisej',  as  required  by  Customs 
Eegolations  (1892),  articles  846-849.     (Synopsis  10162.) 

The  importers  contended  that  the  goods  were  not  invoiced  at  an 
average  price,  as  held  by  the  appraiser  in  his  return,  but  at  their 
market  value,  according  to  commercial  usage,  and  that  they  were 
prevented  from  asking  for  a  reappraisement,  in  accordance  with  the 
rule  declared  in  our  decision  of  December  31,  1891  (G.  A.  1116),  by 
the  n^lect  of  the  collector  to  mail  them  a  notice  of  the  appraiser's 
advance  in  the  highest  priced  goods,  in  accordance  with  Treasury  reg- 
ulations on  this  subject.  This  want  of  notice,  they  ajlege,  has  de- 
barred them  of  the  privilege  of  calling  for  a  reappraisement. 

Section  13  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  it  is  true,  requires  that  im- 
porters shall  give  notice  in  writing  to  the  collector  of  their  dissatis- 
fection  with  the  decision  of  the  local  appraiser  "within  two  days 
thereafter,"  by  which  is  meant  two  days  after  such  decision  is  pro- 
mnlgated. 

The  Secretary^  of  the  Treasury  is  empowered  by  law  to  prescribe 
rules  and  regulations  "to  secure  a  just,  faithful,  and  impartial  ap- 
praisal of  all  merchandise  imported  into  the  United  States."  (U.  8. 
Revised  Statutes,  section  2949.) 

Pursuant  to  this  authority,  he  has  adopted  certain  "Customs  Eegula- 
dons"  (1892)  bearing  on  this  subject.  (Articles  827  to  849,  inclusive.) 
Among  these  is  article  846  providing  for  notice  to  importers  of  "ad- 
vance in  value  upon  appraisement,"  which  is  given  by  mailing  the 
notice  to  the  importer's  address.  The  importer  is  authorized  by  arti- 
cle 847  to  call  for  a  reappraisement  by  written  notice  of  dissatis£a.ction 
to  the  collector.  It  is  provided  that  this  notice  "must  be  given  in  all 
cases  before  the  end  of  the  second  official  day  after  the  day  on  which 
the  collector  gave  the  notice  prescribed"  in  article  846. 

The  legal  effect  of  these  regulations  is  merely  to  fix  the  time  when 
the  notice  is  given  by  the  collector  to  the  importer  as  the  day  when 
the  local  appraiser's  decision  shall  be  considered  as  promulgated,  and 
to  make  the  two  days'  limitation  run  from  this  period. 

We  hold  that  the  making  of  these  regulations  was  within  the  power 
conferred  by  Congress  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  that  the 
present  case  falls  within  the  spirit  and  intent  of  articles  846  and  847  of 
the  Customs  Eegulations  (1892). 

The  irregularity  in  question,  in  our  judgment,  vitiates  the  proceed- 
ing, and  authorizes  us  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the  collector,  so  that 
he  may  proceed  strictly  according  to  the  Customs  Regulations,  which 
is  accordingly  done. 
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(13222— G.  A.  1643.) 
Fi'otestera  held  to  the  statements  of  their  invoices^  when. 
Before  the  U.  S.  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  2720O(»-11671,  of  Dieckerhoff,  Raffloer  &  Co.,  a«;aliist  the  decision  of 
the  ooUector  of  customs  at  Xew  York  as  to  the  rate  and  auiount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certaiD 
handkerchief,  imported  per  Ma$eaiiOy  March  25, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Luirr,  GenenU  Appraiur. 

We  find  that  Messrs.  Dieckerhoff,  Eaffloer  &  Co.  imported  into  New 
York  five  cases  of  merchandise  itemized  in  the  invoice  and  entered 
March  25,  1892 ;  duty  liquidated  April  16,  1892. 

The  invoice  specified  that  case  I^To.  48  contained  an  item  of  1,000 
dozen  colored  bordered  handkerchief  in  ten  dozen  parcels,  and  this 
item  was  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  cotton  handkerchief,  hemmed, 
dutiable  at  50  per  cent. 

The  other  items  in  said  case  were  invoiced  as  follows :  "45  inches, 
625  yards  printed  cotton  cambrics  under  150  threads  to  the  square 
inch,  4id;  50  inches,  233  yards  printed  cotton  cambrics  under  200 
threads  to  the  square  inch,  4id. ;  38  inches,  696  yards  printed  cotton 
cambrics  under  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  31^." 

And  these  three  items  ^ere  returned  as  ^'colored  cottons,''  precisely 
in  accordance  with  the  invoice,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  346 
and  347,  N.  T.,  at  5  or  5  J  cents  per  square  yard,  according  to  count  of 
threads  per  square  inch  and  value  per  square  yard. 

Case  No.  48  was  not  the  case  ordered  for  examination,  and  the  im- 
porters did  not  call  the  attention  of  the  appraiser  to  the  allied  fact 
that  the  merchandise  invoiced  as  printed  cotton  cambrics  was  in  fact 
printed  cotton  handkerchiefs  in  the  piece,  until  after  they  had  received 
and  distributed  the  same. 

Upon  the  liquidation  of  the  duties  upon  the  invoice,  the  importers 
protested  that  the  goods  in  question  were  printed  cotton  handkerchief 
dutiable  at  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  349,  N.  T.,  bat 
as  the  goods  had  been  distributed  before  the  proper  officers  were  noti- 
fied, the  collector  declined  to  reliquidate  the  entry. 

It  is  provided  in  section  2  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  "that  all  in- 
voices of  imported  merchandise  *  *  *  shall  contain  a  correct  de- 
scription of  such  merchandise." 

Evidence  has  been  presented  in  this  case,  which,  if  admissible,  would 
be  sufficient  to  establish  the  fact  that  the  cotton  cambrics  mentioned  in 
the  invoice  were  handkerchiefs  in  the  piece ;  but  if  it  is  admitted  and 
ttiis  protest  should  be  sustained,  it  would  be  permitting  the  protestants 
to  take  advantage  of  their  own  wrong  in  producing  a  fialse  invoice, 
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which  has  been  sworn  to  be  tme,  and  in  distributing  their  goods  with- 
ont  notifying  the  proper  customs  officers  in  order  that  the  same  might 
be  examined.  Every  item  of  merchandise  contained  in  many  cases 
covered  by  an  invoice  can  not  beexamined,  and  if^  under  circumstances 
like  this,  an  imx>orter  can  be  entitled  to  a  reliquidation,  a  way  would 
be  opened  to  firaud,  which  the  provisions  of  the  act  above  mentioned 
were  designed  to  prevent. 
The  protest  is  overruled. 


(13223— G.  A.  1644.) 

Toys — CelMaid  balls. 

Before  the  U.  S.  Gteneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  29, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15179 ^-7439,  of  Anton  Winters,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  eustoms  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  celluloid 
baU^  imported  per  SwUgerUmd,  March  10, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shasbbtts,  Oeneral  Appraiier. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case :   * 

(1)  The  articles  covered  by  protest  are  known  in  trade  as  celluloid 
balls,  and  are  toys. 

(2)  These  balls  are  finished  articles  of  pyroxyline. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  60  cents  per  pound  and 
25  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  21,  N.  T. 

The  appellant  claims  the  articles  are  toys,  and  as  such  are  dutiable 
at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  436,  N.  T. 

Two  proxK>sitions  have  been  advanced  in  support  of  the  collector's 
decision : 

First.  Inasmuch  as  paragraph  436  contains  the  phrase ''toys  *  *  * 
wt  gpeeiaUy  provided  for,^^  while  articles  composed  of  pyroxyline  are 
provided  for  without  limitation  in  paragraph  21,  the  last-named  para- 
^ph  is  the  more  specific. 

Second.  The  circuit  court  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York 
having  decided  that  the  term  "articles  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of 
lace"  is  more  specific  than  "wearing  apparel,"  it  follows  thalt  the  term 
^^finished  articles  of  pyroxyline ''  is  more  specific  than  "toys.''  In  the 
opinion  of  the  Board,  the  classification  of  the  merchandise  by  the  col- 
lector was  erroneous.  Paragraph  436,  it  is  true,  provides  for  toys  not 
otherwise  provided  for,  but  the  toys  thus  excluded  are  such  as  are  enu- 
merated in  paragraph  100.  It  will  be  seen  that  paragraph  436  also 
excludes  toys  composed  of  rubber,  china,  porcelain,  parian,  bisque, 
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earthen,  or  stone  ware,  but  does  not  exclude  by  terms  toys  composed 
of  any  other  material. 

The  Board  has  repeatedly  held,  and  the  courts  so  ruled,  that  mer- 
chandise belonging  to  a  class  of  goods,  wliich  class  of  goods  is  provided 
for  in  the  tariff  by  the  name  commercial  men  have  given  it,  such  as 
cutlery,  wearing  apparel,  hat  trimmings,  smokers'  articles,  firearms, 
and  toys,  is  more  specifically  provided  for  in  the  paragraph  enumer- 
ating such  class  of  goods  than  in  the  paragraph  covering  the  material 
composing  the  merchandise. 

In  the  present  case,  we  hold  the  articles  are  more  specifically  pro- 
vided for  as  toys  than  elsewhere  in  the  act. 

We  accordingly  sustain  the  protest. 


(13224— G.  A.  1645.) 

8Wc  rufflings  or  ruohings. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  29,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24989a,  of  B.  Altman  &  Co.,  asainst  the  deoialoa  of  the  coUei^r  of 
cuBtoniB  at  New  York  ae  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  silk  mchlngs, 
imported  per  AUer,  February  24, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  consists  of  silk  rufflings  or  ruchings, 
classified  and  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 413  of  the  new  tariff  act. 

Appellants  claim  that  said  rufflings  or  ruchings  are  entitled  to  entry 
at  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  414  of  said  act 

The  case  was  set  for  hearing  on  July  7,  1892,  but  though  appellants 
appeared  they  offered  no  evidence  in  support  of  the  contention  of  their 
protest,  and  there  is  hence  no  evidence  before  the  Board  except  that 
found  id  the  record  and  the  papers. 

The  merchandise  is  invoiced  as  **  ruchings,"  and  in  the  protest  it  is 
referred  to  as  **silk  rufflings." 

Paragraph  413  of  the  new  tariff  act  is  in  part  as  follows :  ''Laces 
*  *  *  neck  rufflings  and  ruchings,  *  *  *  composed  of  silk  or  of 
which  silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  not  specially  pro- 
vided for  in  this  act,  sixty  per  centum  ad  valorem."      , 

Tiiis  excerpt  of  the  law  governing  the  case  shows  that  the  protest  is 
frivolous,  since  both  '* rufflings"  and  ''ruchings"  are  provided  foreo 
nomine  in  said  paragraph  413. 
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We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  in  questioji  was  imported  under  the  new 
tariff  act. 

(2)  That  it  consists  of  silk  neck  rufflings  or  ruchings,  or  of  rafflings 
or  ruehiogs  of  which  the  component  of  chief  value  is  silk. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13226— G.  A.  1646.) 
Furniture — Aiibusaan  tapestry  screens  and  chairs. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  29,  1892. 

lothe  matter  of  the  protest,  15252  ^-6328,  of  John  Wanamaker,  twainBt  the  decision  of  the  ool- 
laotorofcostoms  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
■ereens  and  chairs,  imported  per  B^enland,  November  11, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shakbetts,  Qtneral  Appraiser. 

The  articles  covered  by  this  protest  are  Aubusson  tapestry  screens 
and  chairs. 

The  appraiser  reports  that  the  frames  of  these  articles  are  composed 
of  wood,  and  that  the  center  of  the  screens  and  the  seats,  backs,  and 
arms  of  the  chairs  consist  of  Anbusson  tapestry  (wool  and  silk),  the 
wool  tapestry  in  each  case  being  largely  the  comx>onent  material  of 
chief  valae.  Daty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  44  cents  per 
pound  and  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  392,  N.  T.  The 
appellant  claims  that  the  articles  are  furniture  of  wood,  and  as  such 
dutiable  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  230,  N.  T. 

The  Board,  in  a  recent  decision,  held  that  paragraph  230  included 
articles  of  household  and  cabinet  furniture  in  the  manufacture  of  which 
wood  dominates  in  quantity  or  value,  such  articles,  for  instance,  as 
would  be  designated  in  trade  as  rosewood  tables  with  marble  tops, 
wooden  chairs  with  cane  seats  and  cane  backs,  and  walnut  bureaus  with 
marble  tops  and  plate-glass  mirrors. 

In  the  present  case  the  designation  of  the  merchandise  in  the  invoice 
and  the  appraiser's  report  relative  thereto  tends  to  show  that  wood 
does  not  predominate  in  quantity  or  value  in  these  articles. 

We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  house  or  cabinet  furniture. 

(2)  It  is  commercially  known  as  Aubusson  tapestry,  screens  and 
chairs. 

(3)  Wood  does  not  predominate  in  quantity  or  value. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 
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(13226— G.  A.  1647.) 

Souse  or  cabinet  furniture  in  part  of  ivood — Tables  ornamented  wUh 

bronze  or  China. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  29,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  145496,  of  J.  W.  Hampton  A  Co.,  a«ainBt  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
tables,  imported  pef  Belgerdand^  October  2, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharbetts,  Oenerai  Appraiser, 

We  find  as  fects  in  this  case : 

(1)  That  the  articles  covered  by  the  protest  are  tables  of  wood,  orna- 
mented with  bronze  and  portraits  on  China. 

(2)  China  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

(3)  Wood  predominates  in  quantity  in  these  tables  and  furnishes  the 
substantial  outline  and  frame  thereof. 

(4)  The  articles  are  house  or  cabinet  furniture,  finished. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  60  per  cent,  ad  valorem^ 
under  paragraph  100  and  section  5,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  decision  of  the  Board  G.  A.  1010. 

Upon  a  review  of  the  question  therein  decided  and  now  at  issue,  we 
are  of  the  opinioi;i  that  the  Board  erred  in  the  construction  it  placed 
upon  the  statute  in  G.  A.  1010.  Section  5  provides  for  nonenumerated 
articles,  whereas  finished  furniture  is  specifically  enumerated  in  the 
present  act.  Paragraph  230  provides  for  *' house  or  cabinet  furniture 
of  wood  wholly  or  partly  finished,  manufactures  of  wood  or  of  which 
wood  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  not  specifically  provided 
for  in  this  act,  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem."  It  may  safely  be  assumed 
that  Congress  in  providing  for  finished  furniture  of  wood  and  also  for 
manufactures  of  which  wood  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value 
intended  that  some  furniture  wholly  or  partly  finished  of  which  wood 
is  not  the  component  material  of  chief  value  should  pay  duty  as  sach, 
otherwise  the  first  section  of  paragraph  230  is  superfluous  and  without 
force. 

This  construction  of  the  statute  is  in  harmony  with  the  rule  laid  down 
by  the  Supreme  Court  in  American  Ket  and  Twine  Company  t»«.  Worth- 
ington,  141  TJ.  S.,  472.  The  question  for  us  to  consider  there  is  what 
constitutes  furniture  of  wood,  finished  or  unfinished.  In  Arthur  m. 
Butterfield,  125  U.  S.,  75,  the  court  said:  ^^The  designation  of  a  cloth 
as  hair,  silk,  or  cotton  depends  on  the  predominance  of  such  article  in 
its  composition,  and  not  upon  the  absence  of  any  other  material." 

Applying  this  ruling  to  furniture  of  wood,  we  must  conclude  that  all 
furniture  wholly  or  partly  finished  of  which  wood  is  the  predominant 
material  is  included  in  paragraph  230. 
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In  the  present  case,  having  found  that  wood  is  the  predominant  ma- 
terial in  the  tables,  we  hold  the  protest  was  well  taken  and  sustain  the 
same,  6.  A.  1010  and  all  other  decisions  of  the  Board  in  conflict  with 
the  above  ruling  are  hereby  modified. 


(13227— G.  A.  1648.) 
Jacguard  needles. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  30,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protesi,  14814  fr-7841,  of  J.  W.  Hampton,  jr.,  &  Co.,  againtt  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  Jaquard  needles,  imported  per  BobrcKm^  March  8, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkikson,  Omteral  AppraUer. 

The  goods  are  "  Jacquard  needles,''  designed  for  use  in  alace-curtain 
loom.  Each  needle  is  a  piece  of  wire,  about  20  inches  long,  bent 
double  and  slightly  thicker  than  an  ordinary  knitting  needle  ]  nearly 
2  inches  from  one  of  the  ends  is  an  eye  for  carrying  a  thread. 

The  articles  in  question  are  of  a  character  entirely  different  from 
that  of  the  Comber  needles  covered  by  G.  A.  765.  In  the  decision  on 
Larding  needles,  G.  A.  1527,  the  Board  held  that  the  provision  of 
paragraph  179  is  confined. to  "needles  which  carry  a  thread  or  which 
are  used  in  working  upon  textile  fabrics. ''  The  Jacquard  needles  both 
<arry  a  thread,  and  are  used  in  working  upon  textile  fabrics. 

We  find,  therefore,  that  they  are  needles,  and  hold  that  they  are 
provided  for  under  paragraph  179. 

The  claim  of  the  appellants  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  25 
per  cent,  and  not,  as  assessed,  at  45  per  cent.,  is  hereby  sustained. 

« 

(13228— G.  A.  1649.) 

New  types  f  quotations). 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  30,  1892. 

hi  the  matter  of  the  protest,  26696  a-10731,  of  The  Hamilton  Manufacturing  Company,  against  the 
deciaion  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargea- 
ble on  certain  type  metal  (quotations),  imported  per  LudgtUe  HUl,  February  24, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Qenercd  AppraUer. 

The  goods  are  small  square  hollow  blocks  of  type  metal,  nickel  on 
one  side,  known  as  "quotations''  or  hollow  "quads."  They  were 
assessed  for  duty  at  45  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T.,  and  are 
claimed  to  be  dutiable  as  type.  The  articles  are  blank  type  used  for 
spacing  in  or  at  the  end  of  printed  lines ;  and  with  the  letters  of  the 
alphabet  and  other  characters  are  included  in  a  font  of  tyx)e. 
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We  find  that  the  "quotations"  in  question  are  new  types,  and  hold 

♦  

that  they  are  dutiable  at  25  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  208,  N.  T. 
The  protest  is  sustained  accordingly. 


(13229— G.  A.  1650.) 

Toy  watches. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  30, 18d2. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24728a,  of  Qeorge  Borfffeldt  h  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  toj 
watches,  imported  per  Frietland^  January  5, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oenerol  Appnxiavr, 

The  goods  are  toy  watches.  They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  35  per 
cent.,  and  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  25  per  cent.,  under  paragraph 
211,  K.  T.,  as  watches. 

The  toy  watches  in  question  are  made  of  two  sifiall  thin  circular 
pieces  of  composition  metal,  the  back  piece  being  solid  and  the  firont 
piece  a  ring,  inclosing  a  printed  dial  which  is  covered  by  a  glass.  They 
have  no  movement  whatever  and  cost  less  than  five  cents  a  dozen. 

Mechanically,  popularly,  and  commercially  the  term  "wat-ch'^ 
means  a  timepiece. 

We  find  that  the  articles  are  not  watches,  and  the  protest  is  overruled 
accordingly.  

(13230— G.  A.  1651.) 

White  paint  containing  zinc. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  30, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  12631 6-64G9,  of  Middleton  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  San  Francisco  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chajrgeable  on  certain  white 
paint  containing  zinc,  imported  per  Adeinout^  November  10, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wh^kiitbon,  General  Appraiaer. 

The  merchandise  is  described  on  the  invoice  as  zinc  white.  The 
drug  examiner  at  San  Francisco  reported  that  it  was  a  '^mixture  of 
carbonate  of  lead  and  oil,  containing  some  little  zinc."  It  was  accord- 
ingly assessed  for  duty  at  3  cents  a  pound,  under  paragraph  67,  N.  T., 
as  a  white  paint  containing  lead.  It  is  claimed  by  the  appellants  to 
be  dutiable  at  IJ  cent&a  pound,  under  paragraph  60. 

We  find  upon  the  analytical  report  of  the  chemist  of  the  United 
States  laboratory  at  this  port,  to  whom  the  official  sample  was  submit- 
ted, that  the  merchandise  is  a  white  paint  containing  zinc  but  not  con- 
taining lead,  ground  in  oil. 

The  claim  of  the  appellants  is  sustained  accordingly. 
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(13231— G.  A.  16520 

FaJtna  rice. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Xew  York,  Angnst  1, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  22388a,  etc. ,  of  O.  A.  Jahn  it  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  ehargeable  on  certain  Patna  rice, 
imported  per  vessels  and  at  the  dates  named  in  schedule  annexed. 

Opinion  by  Somxbvillb,  Qeneral  AppraUer, 

The  merchandise  covered  by  these  protests  consists  of  Patna  rice, 
which  was  imported  under  the  new  tariff  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

It  was  returned  by  the  local  appraiser  as  '^cleaned  rice,"  and  was 
assessed  accordingly  at  2  cents  per  pound,  under  the  provisions  of  par- 
agraph 261  of  the  said  tariff  act. 

The  importers  contend  that  the  article  in  question  is  commercially 
known  as  ^'uncleaned  rice,"  and  is  such  in  fact  by  reason  of  its  con- 
taining a  substantial  amount  of  rice  polish  or  rice  flour,  which  is  neces- 
sary to  be  abstracted  by  a  process  of  milling  in  order  to  render  it  mer- 
chantable as  *'  cleaned  rice,"  and  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  un- 
der said  paragraph  261,  at  li  cents  per  pound,  as  "uncleaned  rice." 

The  collector  states,  and  we  so  find,  that  the  merchandise  is  substan* 
tially  of  the  same  character  as  that  covered  by  our  decision  of  Decem- 
ber 4,  1891,  G.  A.  1067  (Vol.  1,  Decision  U.  S.  General  Appraisers), 
which  decision  was  on  appeal  affirmed  by  the  United  States  circuit 
court  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York  in  June,  1892,  and  was  ac- 
quiesced in  by  the  Government  through  the  Treasury  Department. 

We  make  the  same  findings  of  fact  as  to  the  nature  of  the  merchandise 
in  these  cases  as  those  made  in  reference  to  the  Patna  rice  involved  in 
said  decision  (G.  A..  1067). 

We  accordingly  sustain  the  several  protests,  and  reverse  the  collector's 
decision  in  each  of  the  cases,  with  instructions  to  reliquidate  the  entries 
accordingly. 

(13232— G.  A.  1653.) 
Lemon  and  lime  juice — G,  A.  604  modified. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  3, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteets,  8272-5 a,  of  J.  B.Morrell  &,  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  cuBtome  at  New  Tork  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  lemon  and 
lime  jttioe,  imported  per  Aurania^  November  12, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Shabrktts,  OtMiraX  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  lemon  and  lime  juice  in  bottles  forti- 
fied with  not  more  than  10  per  cent,  of  alcohol.     Duty  was  assetssed 
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tiX>ou  the  conteDts  of  the  bottles  at  60  cents  per  gallon  as  fruit  juice 
containing  not  more  than  18  per  cent,  of  alcohol,  under  paragraph  339, 
N.  T.,  and  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem  was  exacted  upon  the  bottles  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  proviso  attached  to  paragraph  104,  N.  T.  The  ap- 
X>ellants  claim  free  entry  of  the  merchandise  under  paragraph  631,  lif .  T. 

In  G.  A.  604,  the  Board  decided  that  merchandise  similar  to  that  in 
question,  imported  prior  to  October  1,  1890,  was  dutiable  at  $2  per 
gallon  for  the  alcohol  contained  therein,  and  25  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  T.  I.,  103.  Upon  review  by  the  United  States  circuit  court  for 
the  southern  district  of  N"ew  York  the  decision  of  the  Board  was  reversed. 
It  was  held  by  the  court  in  that  case  that  the  addition  to  lemon  juice 
of  a  percentage  of  alcohol  necessary  for  its  preservation  did  not  remove 
the  article  from  the  more  specific  description  of  paragraph  543,  tariff 
act  of  1883,  and  place  it  in  paragraph  103  as  an  alcoholic  compound. 
The  Attorney-General  certified  that  no  appeal  will  be  taken  from  the 
court's  decision. 

The  provision  in  the  free  list  of  the  act  of  October  1, 1890,  for  lemon 
and  lime  juice  is  substantially  the  same  as  that  contained  in  the  act  of 
March  3,  1883. 

We  therefore  find  as  facts — 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  lemon  and  lime  juice. 

(2)  The  bottles  containing  the  merchandise  are  green  or  colored, 
molded  or  pressed,  fiint  or  lime,  glass  bottles,  holding  more  than  one 
pint. 

We  hold  the  lemon  and  lime  juice  is  entitled  to  free  entry,  under 
paragraph  631,  K.  T.,  as  claimed  by  the  appellants,  and  the  bottles 
are  dutiable  at  40  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  104,  K.  T.  The  col- 
lector's decision  is  reversed  and  protest  number  8275a  is  sujstained. 
The  other  protests  bearing  upon  the  merchandise  in  question  are  over- 
ruled. G.  A.  604  and  all  other  decisions  of  the  Board  in  conflict  with 
the  above  ruling  are  hereby  modified. 


(1323a— G.  A,  1654.) 

Jelly — Certain  so-called  creams  dutiable  as. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  3,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  19600a-63244,  of  E.  O.  Rich  Ck>.,  limited,  against  the  deoision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oertoin  so- 
called  creams,  Imported  per  Lydian  Monarehj  October  6, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Oeneral  Apprai$er. 

Themerchandise  in  question  is  invoiced  as  **  lemon  creams,"  "  vanilla 
creams,''  and  ** orange  creams."  Duty  was  assessed  thereon  at  36  per 
cent,  ad  valorem  under  paragraph  303,  N.  T. 
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The  appellants  claim  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent,  ad 
valorem  as  an  nnenumerated  manufactured  article,  in  accordance  with 
section  4,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

At  the  hearing  in  the  case  the  appellants  appeared  and  produced  a 
sample  can  of  these  goods^  An  examination  of  the  contents  of  this  can 
shows  it  to  be  a  semi-solid  substance  of  a  pale  pink  color  and  flavored 
with  vanilla.  It  is  made  of  gelatin  and  milk,  sweetened  with  sugar^ 
and  is  valued  at  about  50  cents  per  pound.  In  the  condition  in  which 
the  merchandise  is  imported  it  is  not  suitable  for  use,  but  has  to  be  dis- 
solved in  hot  water  and  left  to  harden  in  a  cool  place.  When  cold  this 
substance  differs  in  no  essential  feature  from  ^ ^ gelatin  blanc  mange" 
nnless  it  be  in  color),  which  is  classified  by  lexicographers  as  a  con- 
fected  jelly. 

We  make  the  following  finding  of  facts,  namely : 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  not  known  commercially  as  jelly,  but  is  made 
into  the  semblance  of  and  contains  all  the  ingredients  of  a  species  of 
jelly. 

(2)  In  material,  quality,  and  the  use  to  which  it  is  to  be  applied,  the 
merchandise  is  similar  to  jelly. 

We  hold  that  duty  was  properly  assessed  upon  the  goods  at  36  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  in  ac<K)rdance  with  the  provisions  of  section  5,  act  ol 
October  1,  1890. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 


(13234— G.  A.  1655.) 
Violin  strings. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraiser  at  New  York,  August  3, 1892^ 

In  the  matter  of  the  protects,  29058  a  and  27498  a,  of  Auffust  Poll  man,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  oustoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
riolin  strings,  imported  per  Martala,  June  22,  1891,  and  Califomia,  July  21, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson.  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

The  goods  are  "Acribelli''  violin  strings,  and  gut  strings  wound 
around  with  metal  wire,  and  were  assessed  for  duty  at  50  per  cent,  and 
45  per  cent.,  respectively. 

We  find  upon  the  analytical  report  of  the  chemist  of  the  United  States 
laboratory  that  the  Acribelli  strings  are  composed  of  silk  fiber.  The 
cla^m  of  the  appellant  that  the  articlas  are  dutiable  as  flax  cordage  or 
twine,  or  as  a  manufacture  of  cotton,  is  hereby  overruled  and  the  as- 
sessment of  duty  under  paragraph  414,  N.  T.,  is  affirmed.  To  any  but 
64 


956 

an  expert  eye  the  appearance  of  the  Acribelli  string  is  deceptive,  but 
by  shaving  and  rubbing  its  ends  or  by  soaking  It  in  water  the  diflFer- 
ence  between  this  and  a  gut  string  may  readily  be  detected. 

We  find  that  the  gut  strings  wound  with  metal  are  manufactures  of 
which  catgut  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

We  hold  that  they  are  dutiable  at  25  per  cent,  under  paragraph  459, 
N.  T.,  and  sustain  the  protest  accordingly. 

It  is  proper  to  state,  for  the  information  of  custom  officers,  that  guitar, 
zither,  mandolin,  banjo,  and  other  strings  are  frequently  made  of  silk 
with  metal  wound  around.  Care  should  be  taken,  of  course,  to  dis 
tinguish  between  such  strings  and  those  upon  which  this  ruling  is  based. 


(13235— G.  A.  1656.) 

Toys — Pocket  miirors  not. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraiser  at  New  York,  August  3, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15610 &-7486,  of  O.  O.  Hempstead  &  Son,  against  the  decision  of  tbe 
collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
pocket  mirrors,  imported  per  84Mndia,  April  6,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  OenercU  Appraiser, 

The  goods  are  small  circular  pocket  mirrore,  about  2  inches  in 
diameter,  with  matal  frames.  Some  of  the  backs  are  of  plain  paper, 
while  others  have  glass  covering  a  printed  advertisement. 

The  mirrors  were  assessed  for  duty  at  45  per  cent.,  and  are  claimed 
to  be  dutiable  at  35  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  436,  X.  T.,  as  toys. 

We  find  that  the  articles  are  not  toys,  and  the  protest  is  overruled 
accordingly. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13236— G.  A.  1657.) 

Onnkled  seermcker. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  3, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  264610^-11210,  of  The  H.  B.  Claflin  Co.,  against  the  decisioaof  the  col  • 
lector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charg^eable  on  certain 
crinkled  seersuckers,  imported  per  Servia,  March  16, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lust,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find : 

(1)  That  The  H.  B.  Claflin  Co.  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York, 
per  Servia^  March  16,  1892,  certain  textile  fabrics,  upon  which  duty 
was  assessed  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  347,  N.  T. 
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(2)  That  said  fabrics  were  cotton  doth,  colored,  conntiDg  over  150 
and  not  exceeding  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  both  warp 
and  filling,  known  in  trade  as  crinkled  seersucker,  invoiced  as  Orme 
suiting,  and  valued  at  over  12  cents  per  square  yard. 

The  importer  claims  that  the  same  should  have  been  assessed  for  duty 
at  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  355,  as  manufactures  of 
cotton  not  specially  provided  for. 

Upon  the  facts,  we  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  decision  of  the 
collector. 


(13237— G.  A.  1658.) 

Hair  crimpers. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  3,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  20589a,  of  Calhoun,  Bobbins  &  Ck>.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  <^argeable  on  certain  hair 
crimpers,  Imported  per  TVove,  January  4, 1892. 

Opinion  by  SHABaETTS,  Oeneral  AppraHer. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  invoiced  as  ''hair  dressers  of  thread,'' 
and  is  commercially  known  as  ''hair  crimpers." 

These  articles  consist  of  two  cotton- covered  rings  of  flexible  wire, 
joined  together  at  one  side  with  cotton  thread.  These  rings,  when 
inclosing  hair  to  be  crimped,  can  be  clamped  or  fastened  by  means  of 
a  loop  formed  from  surplus  wire  composing  one  of  the  rings.  The  area 
of  the  rings  is  covered  with  cotton  crochet  network. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  th6  merchandise  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem^ 
under  paragraph  215,  N.  T. 

The  appellants  claim  the  goods  are  dutiable  at  20  x>er  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem as  unenumerated  articles,  or  at  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  manu- 
^ustures  of  which  cotton  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value, 
under  paragraph  355,  N.  T. 

The  Board  finds  as  facts  that  the  merchandise  is  composed  of  metal 
and  cotton,  of  which  material  cotton  is  the  greater  in  value. 

We  hold  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  40  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  355,  N.  T.  To  this  extent  the  protest  is  sustained  and 
the  decision  of  the  collector  is  reversed. 
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(13238— G.  A.  1659.) 

Fancy  bonnet  pirn. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  5,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  27096 a-8818,  of  Blumenthal  &  Bom,  acainst  the  decision  of  the  ool* 
lector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charBTeable  on  certain  bon- 
net pins,  imported  per  Eugia,  February  8, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shasretts,  OenercU  Appraiaer. 

The  articles  covered  by  this  protest  are  pins  having  straight  shafts 
of  gilded  steel,  varying  in  length  from  2  to  6  inches.  These  shafts 
are  surmounted  with  imitation  gold  heads  of  different  ornamental  de- 
signs, in  which  are  set  one  or  more  imitation  diamonds  composed  of 
glass  or  paste. 

I>uty  was  assessed  upon  these  articles  at  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  452,  N.  T.  The  appellants  claim  they  are  dutiable  at 
30  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  206,  N.  T.,  as  bonnet  pins. 

The  Board  finds  as  facts  in  this  case  from  common  knowledge  and 
on  the  face  of  the  papers,  together  with  the  exhibits  and  the  testimony 
taken  relative  thereto : 

(1)  The  articles  belong  to  a  class  of  goods  commercially  known  as 
cheap  jewelry. 

(2)  They  are  composed  of  imitation  precious  metal,  and  are  set  with 
imitation  diamonds. 

(3)  They  are  metallic  pins,  and  are  chiefly  used  on  ladies'  hats^nd 
bonnets,  and  are  known  commercially  as  bonnet  pins. 

On  these  findings  of  fact,  we  hold  the  protest  was  well  taken.  Para- 
graph 452  provides  for  articles  not  elsewhere  specially  provided  for. 
Bonnet  pins  are  specially  provided  for  in  paragraph  206  ;  hence  they 
are  excluded  from  classification  under  paragraph  452. 

We  reverse  the  collector's  decision  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13239— G.  A.  1660.) 

(1)  Dutiable  charges — Lighterage  not — (2)  Invoices  and  entries — Charges 

must  be  specified  in. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  5, 1892. 

* 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15397  b,  of  James  P.  Smith  St  Ck>.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Boston,  Mass. ,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  preserreSv 
imported  per  British  Empire,  September  23, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Somsbvuxe,  OenercU  Appraiaer. 

We  find  as  facts  : 

(1)  That  the  protestants  imported  522  cases  of  preserves  from  London, 
England,  on  September  23,  1891. 
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(2)  The  gross  valine  of  the  goods  is  stated  in  the  invoice  to  be  £568 
UOk.  5d,,  but  it  is  made  to  appear^  on  the  face  of  the  invoice,  that 
these  figures  include  certain  charges,  such  as  *' filling,  labeling, ^^  etc., 
which  are  particularly  specified.  Among  these  is  the  charge  of 
** lighterage,  *  penny  per  dozen.'' 

(3)  This  charge  of  lighterage  was  included  by  the  collector  in  the 
dutiable  value  of  the  merchandise  on  the  ground  that  it  was  embraced 
in  the  gross  invoice  value  of  the  merchandise,  and  he  refers  to  our  de- 
cision of  February  6,  1892,  G.  A.  1202,  in  support  of  this  view. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  the  item  of  lighterage  is  uon- 
, dutiable.  It  is,  in  the  present  ca^e,  the  price  paid  for  conveying 
merchandise  in  a  lighter  to  the  vessel  in  which  the  goods  were  ex- 
ported. When  goods  are  placed  on  a  lighter  for  such  purpose  the  sea 
voyage  is  regarded  as  begun.  This  is  the  established  rule  in  the  law 
of  marine  insurance,  and  the  maritime  risk  commences  from  that 
moment. 

This  view  is  conclusive  of  the  fact  that  such  an  item  is  no  part  of  the 
market  value  of  the  merchandise,  nor  is  it  one  of  the  costs,  charges,  or 
exx>eQ8e8  made  dutiable  by  section  19  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 
The  protestants,  however,  are  debarred  from  making  their  objection 
on  account  of  the  mode  in  which  they  have  prepared  their  invoice  and 
entry.  Section  5  of  the  said  act  requires  the  invoice  to  set  out  the 
^'actual  market  value""  of  imported  merchandise  which  has  been 
purchased,  and  that  the  statement  *^ should  include  and  specify''  the 
value  of  the  cartons  or  other  coverings,  and  also  certain  *' costs, 
charges  and  expenses,"  which  are  described  in  section  19  as  a  part  of 
the  dutiable  value  of  such  merchandise. 

The  law  does  not  contemplate  that  nondutiable  charges  shall  be  in- 
cluded in  the  declared  per  se  value  of  the  goods  and  a  deduction  there- 
for be  afterwards  claimed.  This  would  cast  on  the  appraising  officer 
the  burden  of  making  numerous  arithmetical  ^Iculations,  and  pro  rata 
distributions  of  charges,  which  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  lawmakers 
to  avoid.  * 

For  this  reason  we  decline  to  make  the  deduction  of  the  lighterage 
chaise  in  question,  under  the  principle  stated  in  decision  G.  A.  1202. 

The  collector's  decision  is  accordingly  affirmed. 
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(13240— G.  A.  1661.) 

Beaver  tuUs. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  5,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protect,  27584  a-37149,  of  the  Transatlantic  Fur  Company,  afcainst  the  decision 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rote  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cer- 
tain furs,  imported  per  TVave,  July  11, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  Oenerol  Appraiser. 

The  appellants  in  this  case  protest  against  the  assessment  of  daty  on 
certain  so-called  fur  clippings  at  the  rate  of  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  444,  N.  T.,  as  fura  dressed  on  the  skin,  and  claim  that  the  same 
are  dutiable  as  waste,  not  otherwise  provided  for,  at  10  per  cent,  ad 
valorem,  under  472,  N.  T. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case :  " 

(1)  The  merchandise  contained  in  cases  24244-5  is  furs  on  the  skin, 
dressed,  but  not  made  up  into  articles. 

(2)  The  merchandise  contained  in  case  24216  consists,  first,  of  small 
irregular-shaped  pieces  of  otter  and  beaver  skins  with  dressed  fur  there- 
on. These  pieces  are  not  of  sufficient  size  to  be  made  into  plates  by 
stitching  them  together,  nor  are  they  suitable  for  use  as  trimmings  or 
for  other  purposes  to  which  fur  on  the  skin  is  usually  applied,  and  are 
waste ;  and,  second,  of  beaver  and  otter  tails  the  fur  of  which  has  been 
dressed. 

The  tails  of  fur-bearing  animals  are  frequently  used  as  ornaments  and 
for  trimming  purposes.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  these  tails  are 
not  waste,  but  are  ftir  dressed  on  the  skin  but  not  made  up  into  articles. 

The  protest  is  sustained  as  to  the  first  class  of  merchandise  contained 
in  case  24246,  namely,  the  piece  of  beaver  and  otter  skin,  and  the  action 
of  the  collector  is  affirmed  f\s  to  the  remainder  of  the  merchandise 
covered  by  the  protest. 


(13241— G.  A.  1662.) 

Fast  horns  not  toys. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  5,  3892. 


In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  156026-6840,  of  H.w\.  Weymann  &  Son,  against  the  decision  of  the  cx>l- 
lector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  or  duties  (Chargeable  on  certain 
post  horns,  imported  per  Rtigia,  December  30. 1891. 


Opinion  by  Wilkixson,  OenercU  Appraiaer. 

The  goods  are  small  brass  horns  invoiced  as  "post  horns."  They 
were  assessed  for  duty  at  45  per  cent.,  and  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable 
at  35  per  cent,  as  toys. 
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The  instruments,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  are  intended  to  give 
bugle  calls  and  coaching  blasts,  and  can  not  be  blown  by  children. 

The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly  and  the  decision  of  the  collector 
is  affirmed. 


C18242~G.  A.  1663.) 

Cotton  cloth — CoiUiL 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  5,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  264C7a  And  26460  a,  of  Messrs.  Fallbeimer  &,  Lindauer,  against  the 
decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charge- 
Able  on  certain  cotton  textile  fabrics,  imported  per  La  Bourgogne,  March  8, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lukt,  OenereU  Appraiser . 

We  find : 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Fallheimer  &  Lindauer  imported  into  the  port  of 
New  York,  per  La  Bqnrgogne,  March  8^  1892,  certain  textile  fabrics, 

« 

upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  347,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  fabrics  consisted  of  cotton  cloth  invoiced  as  ^*coutil,'' 
a  portion  being  bleached  and  valued  at  over  10  cents  per  square  yard, 
and  a  portion  being  colored  and  valued  at  over  12  cents  per  square 
yard,  and  all  containing  over  150  and  not  exceeding  200  threads  to  the 
s<iuare  inch,  counting  both  warp  and  filling,  and  were  not  damasks. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  protestants  that  said  fabrics  were  dutiable  at  40 
I>er  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  355,  N.  T.,  as  manufactures  of 
cotton  not  otherwise  provided  for. 

Upon  our  findings,  the  duty  appears  to  have  been  correctly  assessed. 
The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 

(13243— G.  A.  1664.) 

Leathern  hut  bands,  and  strips  for. 

Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  !N^ew  York,  August  5, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  141666,  1416Sb,  152216, 153536,  and  154806,  of  Messrs.  Henry  Tilgre 
&  Co.,  against  the  4ccision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and 
amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  materials  for  hats,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on 
the  dales  specified  in  Uie  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  in  question  are  designed  for  use  as  leather  sweat  bands 
for  hats,  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  manufactures  of  leather  and  as- 
s««^  with  duty  by  the  collector  at  35  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  461,  N.  T.     These  articles  are  of  two  kinds : 
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(1)  Hat  bands  of  leather,  shajjed,  embossed,  and  made  into  completed 
articles  rfeady  for  use. 

(2)  Strips  of  leather  designed  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  sweat 
bands  for  hats,  but  which  have  undergone  no  process  of  manufacture 
other  than  to  be  cut  to  size,  1  inch  wide  and  24  inches  long. 

The  first-named  articles  are,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  manufac- 
tures of  leather.  Had  the  appellants  claimed  that  the  second  class  of 
goods  were  dutiable  at  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  455, 
K.  T.,  as  leather  not  otherwise  provided  for,  instead  of  claiming  the 
merchandise  is  skins  dressed  and  finishe<i,  we  should  probably  have 
rendered  a  decision  favorable  to  them.  We  find  as  facts  that  the  goods 
are  not  skins  dressed  and  finished.  The  protest  as  to  all  the  merchaii 
dise  covered  thereby  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  stands. 


(13244— G.  A.  1665.) 

Rattans  and  reeds. 

Before  the  U.  S.  Geneml  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  5,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  22969  a,  etc.,  of  Messrs.  E.  Bennedie  &  Bro.  and  others,  ajgainst  the 
decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charge- 
able on  certain  reeds,  imported  per  the  vessels  named  and  on  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  annexed 
schedule. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  AppraUer. 

The  goods  are  of  three  kinds,  commonly  known  as  round  reeds,  reed 
winding,  and  China  reeds.  .They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  10  per  cent., 
under  paragraph  229,  K.  T,,  and  are  claimed  to  be  exempt  from  duty, 
under  paragraph  756. 

The  provisions  for  reeds  in  the  two  pai-agraphs  named  are  not  easily 
reconcilable.  Since  our  decision,  G.  A.  761,  in  which  the  condusioD 
was  sound,  but  the  exposition  incorrect,  owing  to  the  misleading  phra- 
seology of  paragraph  229,  the  Board  has  given  a  careful  consideration 
to  the  subject  of  rattans  and  reeds. 

On  information  derived  from  a  visit  by  a  member  of  the  Board  to  the 
Wakefield  Rattan  factory,  from  a  perusal  of  the  testimony  given  be- 
fore the  committees  of  Congress  during  the  preparation  of  the  tariff, 
and  from  evidence  at  hearings  before  the  Board,  we  learn :  Rattans 
with  the  bark  or  skin  peeled  off  are  known  as  reeds.  Those  reeds  may 
be  and  are  often  converted  by  one  or  more  drawings  through  cutting 
machines  into  smaller  reeds,  round,  oval,  square,  or  flat.  A  reed 
wrought  from  rattan  may  thus  be  manufactured  into  small  reeds,  such 
as  the  '^Chinese  reed,"  which  is  used  in  making  brooms,  or  the  reed 
winding,  which  isusedin  the  manufactureof  chairs,  baby  carriages,  etc. 

Paragraph  229  says :  **  Chair  cane  or  reeds,  wrought  or  manufactured 
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from  rattans  or  reeds/'  A  construction  of  the  paragraph  to  better  ex- 
hibit the  intent  of  Congress  would  be  ''Chair-cane  and  reeds,  wrought," 
etc. 

Paragraph  756  provides  for  reeds  in  the  rough  not  otherwise  specially 
provided  for  or  not  further  manufactured  than  cut  into  lengths  suit- 
able for  sticks  for  whips,  etc.  The  only  reeds  in  the  rough  which  have 
come  under  our  observation  are  reeds  made  from  rattans,  but  as  the^y 
are  specially  provided  for  without  any  limitation  in  jjaragraph  229, 
the  exemption  does  not  operate  in  their  fevor. 

We  are  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  the  description  ''Not  further 
manufactured  than  cut  into  lengths  suitable  for  sticks  for  whips,''  etc., 
is  a  controlling  provision,  since  it  appears  to  be  a  well-settled  judicial 
principle  that  enumeration  as  to  use  prevails  over  that  as  to  material. 
Nor  is  it  necessary  that  the  reed  should  "be  cut  into  lengths  at  all,  if  it 
is  suitable  for  whipstocks,  for  the  provision  is  not  "As  far  mauu.- 
factured,"  but  "Not  further  manufactured,''  implying  that  it  need  not 
be  manufactured  to  any  extent 

Reeds  of  various  sizes,  say  from  one  quarter  to  one-half  inch  in 
diameter,  are  suitable  for  whipstocks,  if  the  material  is  hard,  tough, 
and  elastic.  Soft  reeds  are  not  suitable  for  such  use.  The  class  suita- 
ble for  sticks  for  whips  can  be  used  for  a  variety  of  other  purposes, 
and  may  possibly  be  chiefly  used  for  other  i)urposes,  but  it  is  sufficient 
to  determine  if  the  article  is  of  the  kind  suitable  and  commonly  used 
for  whipstocks. 
With  these  explanations,  we  find  and  hold  as  follows  : 
Protest  27047  a  covers  reeds  numbered  944  to  1443.  We  find  that 
said  reeds  are  not  further  manufactured  than  cut  into  lengths  suitable 
for  whips,  and  sustain  the  claim  that  they  are  exempt  from  duty  under 
paragraph  756,  N.  T. 

Protests  2269  a  and  26933  a  cover  reed  winding.  We  find  that  the 
goods  are  thin  flat  reeds  wrought  from  reeds  which  were  manufactured 
from  rattans.  The  assessment  of  duty  under  paragraph  229  is  hereby 
affirmed. 

Protests  27048-9  a  cover  Chinese  reeds.  A  representative  sample 
is  a  slender  reed  one-eighth  of  an  inch  in  diameter.  It  is  not  claimed 
to  be  nor  is  it  suitable  for  sticks,  but  is  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
brooms. 

We  find  the  merchandise  to  be  reeds  manufactured  from  rattans  or 
reeds  and  affirm  the  assessment  of  duty  under  paragraph  229. 
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(13245— G.  A.  1666.) 
Waste — Certain  fur  clippings  not. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  5, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  13199b  and  132006,  of  A.  Bernhard  and  Hirsch  Sc  Co.,  Mralnstthe  deci- 
sion of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Burling^ton.  Vt..  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  oiduties  charfe- 
able  on  certain  fur  cuttings,  imported  per  raiiroaa,  January  21, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  questionis  invoiced  as  fur  cuttings,  and  isclaimetl 
by  the  appellants  to  be  dutiable  at  10  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  wa^te, 
under  paragraph  472,  N.  T. 

The  collector  reports  that  inasmuch  as  the  several  kinds  of  fur  were 
separately  invoiced  and  packed,  and  that  they  can  be  used  in  the  mauu- 
facture  of  linings,  he  assessed  duty  thereon  at  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem^ 
under  paragraph  444,  N.  T. 

An  examination  of  a  sample  of  the  merchandise  submitted  by  the  ap- 
pellants shows  it  to  be  cuttings  accumulated  in  the  manufiEictni*e  of  far 
articles.  These  cuttings  are  irregular  in  shape,  but  are  sufficiently 
large  to  admit  of  their  being  used  for  trimming  purposes,  or  being  made 
into  plates  by  stitching  a  sufficient  number  of  pieces  together. 

The  Board  has  heretofore  decided  (G.  A.  1047  and  1321)  that  certain 
fur  clippings  were  dutiable  as  waste ;  but  the  merchandise  the  subject 
of  those  decisions  consisted  of  small  scraps  and  irregular-shaped  pieces, 
intended  to  be  ground  up  and  not  capable  of  being  put  to  the  uses,  by 
piecing  or  otherwise,  to  which  fur  on  the  skin  is  adapted. 

We  find  as  facts  in  these  cases  : 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  fur  on  the  skin,  dressed  but  not  made  up  into 

articles. 

(2)  It  is  not  waste. 

We  hold  that  duty  was  properly  assessed  upon  the  goods. 
The  protests  are  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  af- 
firmed. ♦ 


JITMJUIT, ) 

Doemneni  Ko.  1541.       ^ 
tUmu.       ) 

TO  COLLEOTOES  OF  CUSTOMS. 


Tbbasuey  Department, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
WaOiinfftan,  D.  O.,  October  1,  1892- 

The  following  deciBions  of  the  Department  and  of  the  Board  of 
United  States  General  Appraisers  at  the  port  of  Kew  York,  in  the  months 
of  Angost  and  September,  1892,  upon  the  construction  to  be  given  to 
acts  of  Ck)ngre6S  relating  to  the  tariff,  navigation,  and  other  subjects, 
are  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  of  the  cus- 
toms and  others  concerned.  The  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers  will  go  into  effect  after  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  thereof,  unless,  in  the  meanwhile,  appeal  has  been  taken  under  the 
provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  in  which  case  you 
will  be  advised,  and  action  will  be  suspended  under  such  decisions  un- 
til the  questions  involved  are  judicially  determined.     (See  circular  of 

l^ovember  15,  1890,  Synopsis  10369.) 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13246.) 
(Xreular. — Chinese  Exhibitors  at  the  World's  Columbian  Eaoposition. 

•  TfiEASUBY  Department,  September  1,  1892. 

To  CJoUectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

In  a  joint  resolution  of  Congress  approved  August  5,  1892,  it  is  pro. 
vided  :  *  *  *  "and  the  acts  of  Congress  prohibiting  the  coming 
of  Cliinese  persons  into  the  United  States,  and  the  acts  amendatory  of 
these  acts,  shall  not  be  so  construed  nor  shall  anything  therein  operate 
to  prevent,  hinder,  or  in  anywise  restrict  any  foreign  exhibitor,  repre- 
sentative, or  citizen  of  a  foreign  nation,  or  the  holder,  who  is  a  citizen 
of  a  foreign  nation,  of  any  concession  or  privilege  from  the  World's 
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Columbian  Exposition,  from  bringing  into  the  United  States,  under 
contract,  such  mechanics,  artisans,  agents,  or  other  employ^,  natives  of 
their  respective  foreign  countries,  as  they,  or  any  of  them,  may  deem 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  making  preparation  for  installing  or  con- 
ducting their  exhibits  or  of  preparing  for  installing  or  conducting  any 
business  authorized  or  permitted  under  or  by  virtue  of  or  pertaining  to 
any  concession  or  privilege  which  may  have  been  granted  by  the  World's 
Columbian  Exposition  in  connection  with  such  Exposition."     *    *    * 

In  pursuance  of  said  joint  resolution  collectors  of  customs  at  ports 
where  Chinese  persons,  who  are  exhibitors  or  employ^  of  exhibitors  at 
the  World's'Columbian  Exposition,  may  first  arrive,  are  instructed  to 
admit  such  persons  upon  the  presentation  to  them  of  satisfactory  evi- 
dence that  they  are  bona  fide  exhibitor?  or  employes  whose  services  are 
required  by  such  exhibitors  at  the  Exposition. 

In  such  cases  the  certificate  required  by  the  sixth  section  of  the  act 

approved  May  6,  1882,  as  amended  by  the  act  approved  July  5,  1884, 

will  not  be  required. 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary, 


■     (13247.) 

Circular, — Quarantine  restrictions  upon  immigration  to  aid  in  the  preven- 
tion of  the  introduMion  of  cholera  into  the  United  States, 

Treasury  Department, 

Office  of  the  Supervising  Surgeon-  General  Marine- Hospital  Service, 

Washington,  B,  C,  September  1,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs,  Medical  Officers  of  the  Marine-Hospital  Service. 
Foreign  Steamship  Companies,  Slate  and  Local  Boards  of  Health  : 
It  having  been  officially  declared  that  cholera  is  prevailing  in  var- 
ious portions  of  Russia,  Germany,  and  France,  and  at  certain  ports  in 
Great  Britain,  as  well  as  in  Asia,  and  it  having  been  made  to  appear  that 
immigrants  in  large  numbers  are  coming  into  the  United  States  from 
the  infected  districts  aforesaid,  and  that  they  and  their  personal  effects 
are  liable  to  introduce  cholera  into  the  United  States,  and  that  vessels 
conveying  them  are  thereby  a  direct  menace  to  the  public  health,  and  it 
having  been  further  shown  that  under  the  laws  of  the  several  States 
quarantine  detentions  may  be  imposed  upon  these  vessels  a  sufficient 
length  of  time  to  insure  against  the  introduction  of  contagious  diseases, 
it  is  hereby  ordered  that  no  vessel  from  any  foreign  port  carrying  im- 


967 

migrants  shall  be  admitted  to  enter  at  any  port  of  the  United  States  until 
said  vessel  shall  have  undergone  a  quarantine  detention  of  twenty  days 
(unless  such  detention  is  forbidden  by  the  laws  of  the  State  or  the  regu- 
lations made  thereunder)  and  of  such  greater  number  of  days  afi  may  be 
fixed  in  each  special  case  by  the  State  authorities. 

This  circular  to  take  immediate  effect  except  in  cases  of  vessels  afloat 
at  this  date,  which  will  be  made  the  subject  of  special  consideration 
npon  due  application  to  the  Department. 

WALTER  WYMAN, 
Supervising  Surgeon- General  U.  S.  M.-H.  S. 
Chakles  Foster, 

Secretary  of  the  Treamry. 
Approved  September  1,  1892. 
Benjamin  Harbison. 


(13248.) 

OircuUir, — Alcoholometric  tables. 

Treasury  Department,  September  1, 1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs : 

In  all  cases  of  analysis  of  alcoholic  preparations  for  classification  for 
duty,  where  the  use  of  alcoholometric  tables  is  required,  the  "Gay 
Lnssac  alcoholometric  tables"  shall  be  used,  and  are  hereby  declared 
to  be  the  official  standard  for  such  purposes. 

CHAELES  POSTEE, 

Secretary. 


(13249.) 

Circular. — Conferences  of  local  appraisers. 

Treasury  Department,  September  1, 1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

Semi-annual  conferences  of  local  appraisers  will  be  held  during  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1893.  at  the  United  States  Appraisers'  Of- 
fice at  New  York  on  the  second  Tuesdays  of  October,  1892,  and  April, 
1893,  respectively,  in  the  same  manner  and  subject  to  the  same  regu- 
lations as  prescribed  in  Department  Circulars  of  February  10,  1887 
(Syndpsis  8042),  and  June  6,  1887  (Synopsis  8276),  with  the  exception 
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that  tbey  will  be  attended  by  the  local  appraisers  at  the  following 
ports: 

The  conference  in  October,  1892,  by  the  appraisers  at  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  Chicago,  St.  Louis,  BuflFalo,  San  Francisco,  and  New  Or- 
leans.^ 

The  conference  in  April,  1893,  by  the  appraisers  at  New  York,  Bos- 
ton, Baltimore,  Portland,  Me.,  Cleveland,  Detroit,  and  Cincinnati. 

At  ports  where  it  may  be  impracticable  for  the  appraiser  to  attend, 
and  the  attendance  of  an  assistant  appraiser  is  desired  in  his'stead, 
such  substitution  may  be  made  by  and  with  the  approval  of  the  collec- 
tor, and  on  due  notice  to  the  Department  in  advance  of  the  meeting. 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary, 


(13250.) 

War  vensels  can  not  get  supplies  of  California  brandy,  domestic  tohishy, 

tobacco,  etc,  J  free  of  intemal-revemie  tax,  under  section  2982,  Revised 

Statutes, 

TBBASUfiY  Department,  September  2,  1892. 

Sib  :  On  the  18th  ultimo  you  referred  to  this  Department  for  consid- 
eration the  letter  of  Messrs.  P.  C.  Sabatie  &  Co.,  of  San  Francisco,.  Cal., 
in  which  that  firm  refers  to  section  2982  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and 
states  as  a  fact  that  many  vessels  of  war  avail  themselves  of  the  privi- 
lege accorded  by  that  section,  viz,  the  purchase  of  supplies  from  the 
public  warehouses  free  of  duty,  and  requests  you  to  obtain  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  **a  ruling  on  the  question  whether  the  privi- 
lege thus  accorded  can  not  be  construed  to  apply  to  products  of  this 
country  in  warehouse  under  the  internal-revenue  laws,  such  as  spirits, 
brandies,  tobaccos,  etc.,  and  if  such  articles  may  be  supplied  to  war 
vessels  from  internal-revenue  warehouses  without  the  payment  of  the 
internal  revenue  tax." 

And  the  firm  further  requests  that,  if  it  should  be  decided  that  such 
privilege  does  not  extend  to  home  made  products  in  bond,  they  be  al- 
lowed to  ship  California  made  brandies  and  whiskies,  tobacco,  etc,  in 
bond  on  board  of  vessels  of  war  in  the  same  manner  that  exports  are 
made  to  foreign  countries,  and  that  export  bonds  in  such  cases  be  can- 
celed upon  the  production  of  the  certificate  of  the  commanding  officer 
of  the  vessel  to  the  effect  that  the  goods  have  been  received  on  board 
for  use  of  the  vessel  and  are  not  to  be  landed  abroad  or  relanded  in  the 
United  States. 
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Section  2982  was  extracted  from  the  act  of  July  14,  1862,  increasing 
doties  on  imports,  and  obviously  refers  to  the  dvty  on  imported  goods, 
and  can  have  no  relation  whatever  to  the  internal-revenne  tax  on  home 
prodactsin  warehonses  established  under  the  internal-revenue  laws; 
ooDsequently  the  privilege  extended  to  war  vessels  to  purchase  supplies 
from  public  warehouses  duty  free  can  not  be  extended  to  domestic  arti- 
cles subject  to  internal-revenue  tax  under  that  section. 

The  statutes  governing  the  exportation  of  domestic  articles  from  bond 
without  payment  of  the  internal-revenue  tax  (sections  3330  and  3385 
Revised  Statutes,  act  June  9, 1874, 18  Stat  p.  64i;  act  February  8, 1875, 
18  Stat.  p.  307}  contemplate  actual  shipments  abroad,  and  prescribe 
in  detail  all  the  transactions  necessary  to  export  such  articles  in  bond, 
from  their  withdrawal  from  warehouses  to  the  cancellation  of  the  ex- 
port bond  by  proper  proof  of  clearance  for  a  foreign  port  or  proof  of 
actual  landing  abroad,  or  loss  at  sea. 

Manifestly,  therefore,  the  Department  has  no  authority  to  grant  per- 
mission to  ship  California  brandies,  domestic  whiskies,  tobacco,  etc., 
onboard  war  vessels  to  be  used  as  supplies  only,  and  cancel  the  export 
bond,  or  abate  the  ta.x,  upon  the  production  of  the  certificate  of  the 
commanding  officer  that  the  goods  so  taken  on  board  would  not  be  re- 
landed  in  the  United  States,  and  you  may  so  inform  your  correspondent. 

Respectfully  yours, 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary, 
Collector  of  Customs,  San  Fraricisco,  Cat, 


(13251.) 
Exportation  and  reimportation  of  domestic  high  wines  and  alcohol. 

Treasury  Department,  September  2,  1892. 

Sir:  The  Department  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  18th  ultimo, 
relative  to  a  proposed  exportation  and  reimportation  of  domestic  high 
wines  and  alcohol. 

It  appears  that  the  Herr  &  French's  Chemical  Company,  of  your 
city,  intends  to  export  such  spirits  for  the  sole  purpose  of  reimporting 
and  storing  the  same  in  a  customs  bonded  warehouse,  and  withdrawing 
them  in  lots  for  consumption  upon  payment  of  duty,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  22  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890.  Please  inform  the 
company  that  in  view  of  an  opinion  rendered  by  the  Attorney-General 
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in  regard  to  a  similar  provision  of  the  tariff  of  1883,  to  the  effect  that 
the  shipment  of  domestic  liquors  exported  to  foreign  coantries  with 
the  intention  of  being  returned  does  not  constitute  an  exx>ortation 
within  the  meaning  of  the  law,  the  goods  in  question  will  not  be  en- 
titled to  the  warehousing  privilege  under  the  customs  laws,  but  will 
be  subjected  to  the  internal-revenue  tax  which  was  due  on  their  with- 
drawal from  the  distillery  warehouse,  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions  of  articles  100  and  105  of  the  Internal-Bevenue  BegulatioDS 
(Series  7,  'So.  4,  Eevised). 

ItespectfuUy  yours, 

O.  L.  SPATJLDING, 

(1568  g, )  AsaistaaU  Secretary, 

SUBVEYOK  OF  CUSTOMS,  8t.  Louis,  Mo. 


(13252.) 
Bonds  for  return  to  the  United  States  of  trotting  horses. 

Treasury  Department,  September  3, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  31st  ultimo, 
requesting  that  a  bond  given  by  you  at  Port  Huron,  Mich.,  April  12, 
1892,  conditioned  for  the  return  of  a  certain  trotting  horse  within  six 
months  from  date  of  entry,  may  be  extended  for  a  x>eriod  of  two  months 
from  date  of  maturity. 

In  reply,  you  are  informed  that  there  is  no  authority  of  law  for  ex- 
tension of  such  bonds  beyond  the  limit  of  six  months  specified  in  the 
law,  and  your  request  is  therefore  necessarily  denied. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1690  g. )  Assistant  Secretary, 

Mr.  A.  C.  Bell,  care  G.  W.  Black, 

Agent  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Bwy,  Fort  Huron,  Mich. 


(13263.) 

CHrcular. — Instructions  to  customs  and  medical  officers  oASting  under  pro- 
visions of  Department  Circular  No,  148. 

Treasury  Department, 
Office  Supervising  Surgeon- General  Marine-Hospital  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C,  S^tember  3,  1892. 
You  are  hereby  directed  to  inspect  all  immigrants  coming  to  the 
United  States,  and  all  other  persons  coming  from  any  districts  where 
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cholera  is  prevailing,  and  enforce  the  provisions  of  Department  Circu- 
lars of  July  8  (No.  112),  August  17  (No.  141),  and  August  24  (No.  147), 
whidi  are  hereby  made  applicable  to  all  vehicles  crossing  the  frontier : 

1.  AH  incoming  trains  or  boats  to  be  boarded  at  some  point  without 
the  United  States,  or  at  the  border,  or  before  entering  a  port  if  prac- 
ticable. 

2.  Immigrants  from  the  cholera-infected  districts  of  Eurox>e,  Asia, 
or  elsewhere  to  be  separated  from  the  ordinary  passengers  and  held  for 
inspection. 

3.  Baggage  and  effects  of  said  immigrants  to  be  separated  and  held 
at  some  point  to  be  selected,  until  the  inspector  is  satisfied  that  they 
have  been  subjected  to  the  disinfection  required  by  said  circulars. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  you  will  render  assistance  to  State  and 
local  authorities  in  the  enforcement  of  their  health  regulations. 

WALTER  WYMAN, 
Supervising  Surgeon- General  M.-R.  8. 

Approved : 

Ghables  Foster, 

Secretary, 


(13254.) 

Expenses  of  customs  officers  superintending  discharge  of  vessels  at  places 

other  than  port  of  entry. 

Teeasuby  Depabtment,  September  5,  1892. 

StE :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  4th  ultimo,  further  in  relation  to 
expenses  incurred  in  discharging  cargoes  of  vessels  at  places  other 
than  the  port  of  entry,  the  Department  has  to  inform  you  that  the  ex- 
pense to  be  borne  by  the  importer,  under  the  rulings  referred  to  by 
yon  (Synox>si8 12765,  and  unpublished  letter  of  July  19, 1892),  includes 
the  traveling  expenses  of  all  the  officers  detailed  to  the  place  of  un- 
lading, and  the  compensation  of  the  discharging  officer,  but  not  of  the 
examining  or  appraising  officers. 
Bespectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(833  g).  Acting  Secretary, 

CoLLBCTOE  OF  CUSTOMS,  Ncw  York, 
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(13255.) 
Approving  common  carrier  bond  of  &reat  Northern  Eocpress  Company » 

Tbeasuby  Department,  September  5,  1892. 

Snt :  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  25th  ultimo, 
transmitting  the  bond  in  duplicate  of  the  Great  Northern  Express 
Gompany  as  a  common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of  dutiable  ap- 
praised merchandise. 

The  bond  is  hereby  approved,  and  one  copy  thereof  herewith  in- 
closed to  be  placed  upon  the  files  in  your  office. 

Under  its  bond  the  company  named  is  authorized  to  transport  ap- 
praised merchandise  in  bond  between  any  places  in  the  United  States 
which  have  been  or  may  hereafter  be  designated  by  law  as  ports  of 
entry  or  delivery  in  the  following  manner,  viz :  In  suitable  cars  owned 
or  controlled  by  said  company  and  running  over  such  connecting  lines 
of  railroad  as  may  be  necessary  to  reach  the  port  or  ports  of  destina^on 
named  in  the  entry  and  manifest  in  each  particular  case.  In  every 
instance  where  other  cars  than  those  owned  by  said  company  are  used, 
they  shall  be  distinctly  marked  ^' Great  Northern  Express  Company.'- 

EespectfuUy  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Amfslant  Secretary, 
CoLLEOTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  /8iC.  Pauij  Minn, 


(13256.) 

Sat  linings  sent  to  Canada  to  be  printed,  dutiable  on  return  to  the  United 

State&. 

Tbeasuby  Depaktmeih?,  September  5,  1892. 

Sm :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  30th  ultimo,  complaining  of  the 
assessment  of  duty  on  certain  hat  linings  sent  to  you  by  the  American 
Felt  Hat  Works,  of  Toronto,  Canada,  for  the  purpose  of  being  printed 
and  returned  to  them,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  there  is  no  provision 
of  law  exempting  such  hat  linings  from  payment  of  duty ;  and  the  state- 
ment of  the  deputy  collector  at  St.  Albans  inclosed  by  you,  as  to  the 
requirements  of  the  law,  appears  to  be  correct. 

Respectfully  yours, 

.O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1569^.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Cybus  Raymond,  Esq., 

Danbury,  Conn, 
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(13257.) 
Befunds  to  owners  or  consignees  of  vessels. 

Tbeasuby  Department,  September  5,  1892. 

SiB:  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  Jnly  29,  last, 
relative  to  the  claim  of  Messrs.  (Gardner  &  Thornley  for  a  refund  of 
certain  moneys  paid  by  various  consignees  of  vessels  which  was  author- 
ized by  the  Department's  letter  of  September  16, 1890. 

You  report  that  Mr.  Thornley' s  name  appears  on  the  record  of  the 
cashier's  office  merely  as  a  matter  of  convenience,  and  that  he  is  recog- 
nized only  as  the  agent  or  broker  for  the  "owner  or  consignee  of  the 
vessel,"  and  that  you  therefore  refuse  to  prepare  certified  statements 
for  refund  in  the  name  of  Messrs.  Gardner  &  Thornley,  as  requested 
by  them. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you,  that  the  "owners  or  consignees  of 
vessels"  are  the  proper  parties  entitled  to  the , refunds  auth<JHzed  by 
said  letter  of  September  16,  1890. 

Your  action  in  refusing  to  recognize  the  agent  in  the  matter  is  there- 
fore approved- 

E^pectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPATJLDING, 
(4889  if. )  Acting  Secretary. 

CoLLEOTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  San  Francisco,  Cat 


(13258.) 

(Circular.— Vaccination  of  crews  of  vessels  on  the  Greai  Lakes,  Ohio  and 

Mississippi  rivers  to  he  suspended. 

Treasury  Department,  ^ 

Office  Supervising  Surgeon- General  Marine-Hospital  Service^ 

Washington,  D,  C,  September  5,  1892. 
To  Medical  Officers  and  Acting  Assistant  Surgeons  of  the  Marine-Hospital 
Service,  serving  in  the  Districts  of  the  Great  Lakes  and  Ohio  and  Mis- 
»i^ppi  Eivers: 

The  Department  Circular  No.  103,  June  28,  1892,  directing  the  vac- 
cination of  seamen  in  the  districts  of  the  Great  Lakes,  the  Ohio,  and 

the  Mississippi  is  hereby  revoked. 

WALTER  WYMAN, 

Supervising  Surgeon-  General  M.  -H.  S. 
Approved : 

O.  L.  Spaulding, 

Acting  Secretary. 
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(13259.) 
Bight  to  make  entry  pcisses  to  indorsee  of  a  biU  of  lading, 

Tbeasuby  Department,  September  5,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  1st  instant,  the  Depart- 
ment has  to  inform  yon  that  a  consignee  in  a  bill  of  lading  who  is  a 
forwarding  honse  may  indorse  the  bill  to  another  consignee,  bat  can 
not  make  entry  of  merchandise  covered  by  the  bill  after  such  indorse- 
ment. 

EespectfuUy  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDLNTG, 

(1694  g. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Messrs.  F.  B.  Vandegbift  &  Co.,    .  ' 

27  William  street,  New  York. 


(13260.) 

* 

Circular, — Prevention  of  attempted  evaMon  of  quarantine  regulations. 

Tbeasuby  Department, 
Office  of  the  General  Superintendent  Idfe-Saving  Service, 

Washington,  D,  0.,  Septembers,  1892. 
To  aU  Keepers  of  Idfe-Saving  Stations: 

Information  has  been  received  of  efforts  to  evade  the  quarantine  rega> 
lations  of  the  country  by  persons  attempting  to  land  from  foreign  ves- 
sels  on  beaches  and  places  outside  of  established  ports  of  entry. 

You  are  therefore  directed  to  prevent  the  accomplishment  of  all  such 
attempts  within  your  province. 

S.  I.  KTMBATiTi, 

General  Superintendent, 
Approved : 

O.  L.  Spaulding, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13261.) 
Circular. — Official  telegraph  rates  apply  to  Government  business  exclusively. 

Treasury  Department,  September  6,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs  and  others  concerned: 

The  Government  telegraph  rates  annually  established  by  the  Post- 
master-General, conformably  to  law,  are  intended  to   apply  to  Gov- 
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emment  business  exclusively,  and  no  private  individuah  association, 
eompany,  or  corporation  should  in  any  way  be  benefited  thereby. 

It  having  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Department  that  persons 
other  than  officers  of  the  Government  arein  the  habit  of  not  only  taking 
advantage  of  the  reduced  Grovernment  rates  on  messages  of  no  public 
interest,  but  that  the  Department  is  often  comx>elled  to  pay  for  such 
private  service,  it  is  hereby  directed  that  hereafter,  whenever  it  be- 
comes necessary  to  use  the  telegraph  wires  on  any  business  in  the 
special  interest  of  any  private  person  or  persons,  and  in  which  the 
Grovernment  has  no  interest,  the  party  for  whom  the  service  is  per- 
formed will  be  required  to  make  a  deposit  with  the  collector  covering 
the  cost  of  the  messages,  at  commercial  rates,  both  ways. 

O.  L.  SPAXJLDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13262.) 

Immiffrant  inspectors  can  use' farce  to  arrest  and  remove  debarred  immi- 
grants to  outgoing  steamers. 

Depabtment  of  Justice, 
Office  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury, 
Washington,  D.  C,  September  6,  1892. 

Sm  :  By  your  letter  of  this  instant,  I  am  informed  that  Jacob  Neu- 
mann and  family,  Bussian  Hebrews,  are  now  in  the  city  of  Baltimore, 
that<  tihey  are  a  public  charge,  and  that  they  arrived  in  this  country 
in  violation  of  the  immigration  act  of  March  3,  1891. 

The  return  of  these  pauper  immigrants  to  the  country  whence  they 
came  lias  been  ordered,  as  provided  by  section  11  of  said  act,  by  the 
Secretary. 

Inquiry  is  made  whether,  if  force  is  required  to  put  the  Neumann 
family  on  board  the  outgoing  steamer,  inspectors  are  authorized  to  use 
it,  or  should  their  arrest  and  removal  be  made  by  the  United  States 
marshal. 

The  law  is  silent  as  to  the  means.  It  is  clear,  however,  that  such 
persons  are  to  be  returned  to  the  country  whence  they  came.  And 
such  being  the  object  of  the  statute,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  Congress 
intended  that  effective  means  should  be  employed  for  its  accomplish- 
ment. 


^ 
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I  do  not  think,  however,  that  by  any  necessary  inference  or  intend- 
ment it  can  be  held  that  the  duty  of  their  removal  to  the  vessel  de- 
volves apon  the  marshal ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  the  inspectors  are  au- 
thorized to  execute  the  Secretary's  order  in  the  premises. 
Very  respectfully, 

F.  A.  REEVE, 

Acting  Solicitor, 
The  Seoeetaby  of  the  Tbeasxjby. 


(13263.) 

Circular. — Amending  Department  Circular  No.  112,  July  8,  1892,  rdaiin 

to  disinfection. 

Treasuby  Depabtment, 
Office  Supervising  Surgeon- General  Marine-Hospital  Service, 

Washington,  D.  C,  September  7,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs,  Medical  Officers  of  the  Marine-Hospital  Set^rice, 
and  others  whom  it  may  concern : 

Department  Circular  No.  112,  July  8,  1892,  entitled  "Vessels  from 
cholera-infected  districts  to  be  fqrbidden  entry  unless  provided  with 
certificates  of  disinfection,"  issued  when  the  cholera  prevailed  only  in 
Bussia  and  the  far  east,  is  now  hereby  amended,  and  it  is  ordered  that 
collectors  of  customs  shall  hereafter  accept  such  other  disinfection  as 
may  be  required  by  the  nature  of  special  articles  of  merchandise  ai>d 
wear,  provided  a  certificate  is  furnished  by  the  quarantine  officer  at  the 
port  of  arrival  that  said  articles  can  not  be  disinfected  without  injury 
after  the  methods  described  in  the  circular,  and  that  they  are  not 
liable  to  convey  infSction,  or  have  been  disinfected  and  freed  from  all 
danger  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  himself. 

WALTER  WYMAN, 
Supervising  Surgeon- General  M.-H.  S. 
Approved  : 

O.  L.  Spaxjlding, 
Acting  Secretary. 


ri3264.) 

ToUs,  St.  Maiys  Falls  Canal. 

Tbeasuby  Depabtment,  September  8,  1892. 
Sib  :  You  are  instructed  to  direct  your  officers  to  grant  certificate> 
to  masters  of  vessels  passing  through  the  St.  Marys  Falls  (^uial,  show 
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ing  that  said  masters  have  complied  with  the  existing  regnlations  re- 
lating to  tolls,  under  the  President's  proclamation  of  August  18,  1892. 
These  certificates  should  be  presented  by  the  masters  to  the  United 
States  engineer  officer  in  charge  of  the  cana^  before  the  '^  locking  "  of 
the  vessels  through  it. 
They  may  be  in  the  following  form  : 

189    . 

SiE :  Captain  master  of  the  has  complied  with  the 

regnlations  relating  to  tolls,  prescribed  under  the  President's  procla- 
mation, dated  August  18, 1892. 

[seal.]  , 

Deputy  Collector. 
To  the  United  States  Engineeb  Officer, 

In  charge  of  81.  Marys  Falls  Oancd. 

Bespectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 

CoiXEcroK  OF  CusTOBis,  Marquette,  Mich. 


(13265.) 

Circular. — Destruction  of  articles  toashed  ashore^  to  prevent  the  introduction 

of  cholera. 

Tebasuby  Department,  September  13,  1892. 
To  Keepers  of  Life-Saving  Stations: 

Information  has  been  received  that  great  quantities  of  bedding,  gar- 
bage, and  other  articles  have  washed  ashore  from  vessels  sailing  from 
foreign  ports  infected  with  cholera. 

You  are  therefore  directed,  until  otherwise  ordered,  to  immediately 
bum  all  articles  that  may  be  washed  ashore  or  found  upon  the  beach. 

CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary, 


(13266.) 

Duties  of  eoUectars  of  cmtoms  and  other  officers —Steamers  running  after 

expiration  of  certificate  of  inspection. 

Treasury  Department,  September  13,  1892. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  7th  instant,  you  are  informed  that 
sections  4400,  4417,  and  4418,  Title  LII,  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
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States,  required  that  the  hull  and  boiler  of  every  steam  vessel  employed 
upon  navigable  waters  of  the  United  States  shall  be  inspected  ^*onoe 
in  every  year  at  least,"  so  as  to  .determine  that  all  the  requirements  of 
law  are  complied  with  regHrding  the  condition  of  the  hull  and  boil* 
ers  to  insure  their  safety ;  "  and  that  all  the  requirements  of  law  in  re- 
gard to  fires,  boats,  pumps,  hose,  life-preservers,  floats,  anchors,  cables, 
and  other  things,  are  fathfuUy  complied  with." 

Section  4421  of  the  Eevised  Statutes  further  requires  that,  *'When 
the  inspection  of  a  steam  vessel  is  completed  and  the  inspectors  ap- 
prove the  vessel  and  her  equipments  throughout,  they  shall  make  and 
subscribe  a  certificate  to  the  collector  or  other  chief  officer  of  the  cus- 
toms of  the  district  in  which  such  inspection  has  been  made)  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  form  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Board  of 
Supervising  Inspectors." 

The  form  of  certificate  which  has  been  adopted  by  the  board,  and 
has  also  received  the  formal  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
contains  the  provision  that  the  certificate  issued  to  any  steamer  shall 
expire  or  terminate  at  a  date  one  year  from  the  date  of  the  inspection 
of  the  steamer,  such  date  to  be  filled  in  by  the  inspectors  granting  the 
certificate.  If  a  steamer  fails  to  apply  for  and  be  inspected  at  the  ex- 
piration of  her  certificate,  and  shall  continue  to  be  navigated,  she  is 
subject  to  the  penalties  provided  in  sections  4499  and  4500,  Eevised 
Statutes,  which  penalties  can  be  remitted  or  mitigated  only  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  under  the  authority  conferred  upon  that  of- 
ficer by  section  5294,  Eevised  Statutes. 

If,  as  you  state,  it  has  been  a  custom  for  many  years  in  your  district 
to  allow  ^'a  lax>se  of  more  or  less  time  between  the  expiration  of  the 
time  for  which  the  boats  were  inspected  and  the  new  inspection,"  you 
are  informed  that  the  Department  desires  that  such  custom  shall  cease, 
and  that  all  violations  of  law  be  duly  reported.  The  Department  will 
then  exercise  its  discretionary  power  in  enforcing,  remitting,  or  miti- 
gating the  penalties  as  the  facts  may  determine,  giving  careful  con- 
sideration to  any  mitigating  circumstances  that  may  be  presented. 
Very  respectfully, 

CHAELES  FOSTEE, 

Secretory. 

Collector  of  Customs,  MUwavkee^  Wis. 


hore,  tc  prevent  the  inti-oduelion 

ITMENT,  September  14,  1892. 
3'o  Keepers  of  Light- Houses: 

Information  haa  been  received  tbat  great  qaautlties  of  bedding,  gar- 
b^e^  and  other  articles  have  washed  ashore  from  vessels  sailing;  from 
foreign  ports  infected  with  cholera. 

Ton  are  therefore  directed,  until  otherwise  ordered,  to  immediately 
born  all  articles  that  may  be  washed  ashore  or  found  upon  the  beach. 
CHARLES  FOSTER, 

Secretary. 


(13268.) 

DuUes  upon  eommissions  paid  by  foreign  manufacturer  to  his  agent, 

Teeabuet  Depaetment,  September  15,  1892. 
SiB:  Referring  to  your  ooqtmunicatioii  of  the  27th  of  July  last, 
relative  to  the  imposition  of  duties  upon  commissions  paid  by  the  for- 
eign manuEEictnrer  to  faia  agent  in  this  country  for  selling  goods  on  the 
loaDQ&cturer's  account,  I .  inclose  herewith,  for  your  intormation,  a 
cupy  of  a  letter  ftom  the  president  of  the  General  Board  of  General 
AppraJsers,  dated  the  9th  instant,  npon  the  subject. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPATJLDING, 
(1419^.)  Assistant  ^cretary. 

W.  H.  Munch,  Esq.,  Gera,  Germany. 


Office  of  the  U.  S.  Gbnbeal  Appbaisbeb, 

534  Canal  Street,  New  York,  September  9,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  return  herewith  letter  dated  July  27  last, 
from  Mr.  Alfred  Miinch,  of  Gera,  Saxony,  in  regard  to  the  imposition 
•)f  duties  upon  commissions  paid  by  the  foreign  manufacturer  to  his 
agent  in  this  country  for  selling  goods  on  his  account  to  buyers  in  the 
Tnited  States,  or  otherwise  for  acting  as  an  intermediary  between 
himself  »nd  the  American  buyers,  whicli  correspondence  was  referred 
l)y  the  Department  to  this  office  under  dat«  of  the  7th  instant, 

The  Board  of  General  Appraisers  have  repeatedly  held  that  bona 
fide  coioinissions  or  brokerEige  actually  paid  by  the  importer  to  a  com- 
mission merchant  or  other  intermediary  for  services  rendered  and  risks 
iDcurred  io  connection  with  the  purchase  and  shipment  of  the  goods 
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abroad  were  not  dutiable  under  the  provisions  of  section  19  of  the  act 
of  June  10, 1890 ;  but  they  have  also  held  in  repeated  decisions  (see  6. 
A.,  921,  1147,  and  1202)  that  so-called  commissions  appearing  in  in- 
voices of  goods  sold  and  shipped  by  a  foreign  manufacturer  to  import- 
ers in  the  United  States  were  not  bona  Me  commissions  within  the 
contemplation  of  section  19  of  the  act  above  mentioned,  and  were  duti- 
able, forming,  in  fact,  a  part  of  the  actual  purchase  price  of  the  goods, 
and  presumably  deducted  from  the  actual  market  value  of  the  same  to 
cover  the  expense  incurred  in  the  United  States  by  the  manufacturer 
in  selling  his  goods  to  American  buyers,  and  therefore,  if  allowed  to 
escape  duty,  would  give  the  foreign  manufacturer  an  advantage  over 
the  American  importer  importing  goods  regularly  purchased  at  the 
<icttial  market  value  abroad,  who  must  bear  his  own  expenses  of  all  kinds 
in  the  sale  of  such  goods. 

If,  as  intimated  by  Mr.  Miinch,  it  is  the  practice  of  certain  foreign 
manufacturers  to  consign  their  goods  to  agents  in  the  United  States,  to 
be  here  sold  by  such  agents  at  a  **  dollar  price,"  to  deduct  from  the 
actual  market  value  of  the  goods  abroad  the  amount  paid  by  them  as 
commissions  to  such  agents,  such  deduction  is  an  undervaluation  which 
should  be  met  by  an  advance  in  the  invoice  value  of  such  goods  rather 
than  by  allowing  the  manufacturers  who  sell  to  American  importers  at 
a  price  in  foreign  currency,  through  agents  here,  to  deduct  fi'om  the 
value  of  the  goods  the  commissions  paid  to  such  agents  for  acting  on 
their  account  in  the  United  States. 

It  is  therefore  suggested  that  Mr.  Miinch  can  best  protect  himself 
from  the  disadvantage  he  complains  of  by  informing  the  Department 
of  any  cases  within  h^  knowledge  where  foreign  manufacturers  are  con- 
signing their  goods  to  the  Unit^  States  for  sale  on  their  own  account 
here  at  a  "dollar  price,"  and  underin voicing  their  consignments  to 
<K)ver  the  expense  or  commissions  of  their  agents  in  the  United  States. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

GEO.  C.  TICHENOR, 

President, 

Hon.  Charles  Foster, 

Secretary  of  ike  Treasury. 


(13269.) 
DvUes  upon  unclaimed  goods. 

Treasury  Department,  September  15,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  6th 
instant  in  which  you  comx)lain  of  the  construction  which  has  been 
placed  at  your  port  upon  article  817  of  the  new  Regulations,  the  effect 
of  such  construction  being  the  deduction  of  the  duties  upon  unclaimed 
^oods  from  the  proceeds  of  their  sale,  prior  to  the  payment  of  storage 
upon  the  same. 

In  reply,  you  are  informed  that  the  words  *'due  the  Government" 
which  appear  in  said  article,  do  not  have  the  effect  which  yon  say  is 
applied  to  them.    The  Government  takes  possession  of  all  unclaimed 
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* 

goodS;  and,  in  the  event  of  any  sale  thereof,  all  expenses  attendant  upon 
their  care  are  due  to  the  Government,  because  the  Government  holds 
the  proceeds  of  such  sale  primarily  in  trost  for  the  disbursement  of 
such  exx>enseB.  * 

The  compensation  of  the  warehouse  proprietor  is  a  part  of  the  storage 
''due  the  (Government,"  which  is  referred  to  in  the  article  cited. 

The  collector  at  your  port  will  be  advised  as  to  his  misinterpreta- 
tion of  the  article,  and  will  be  directed  to  turn  over  to  you  from  the 
proceeds  of  any  sale  of  unclaimed  goods,  next  after  the  expenses  of 
sale,  any  storage  charges,  at  the  customary  rate  due  you  upon  such 
goods. 

You  will  observe  that  article  817  of  the  new  Regulations  is  identical 
in  form  with  article  1029  of  the  Regulations  of  1884,  except  that  the 
vords  "due  the  Government"  appear  in  the  former. 

The  effect  of  these  words  is  explained  above. 

Respectfully  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1667  g, )  Asmtant  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Bakeb  &  Williams,  New  York. 


(13270.) 

Circular. — Examination  of  jyassengers^  baggage. 

Treasury  Department,  September  16,  1892. 
To  OoUectara  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

Attention  is  called  to  a  misprint  in  paragraph  2  of  article  357  of  the 
Dew  Regulations. 

The  words  in  the  fifth  line,  "upon  which  the  duty  exceeds  $500," 
should  read  "  of  which  the  dutiable  value  exceeds  $500."     This  correc- 
tion makes  article  357  consistent  with  article  354. 
You  will  be  governed  accordingly.         O.  L.  8PAXJLDING, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


(13271.) 
Tonnage  tojc. 


Treasury  Department, 

Bureau  of  Navigaiiorij 
Washington,  D.  C,  September  17, 1892. 
Sir  :  This  office  is  in  receipt  of  the  certified  statement  forwarded  by 
you  in  the  case  of  the  steamship  Donau. 
66 
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The  evidence  filed  shows  that  the  vessel  entered  in  the  United  States 
from  Hambarg  via  Dartmouth,  England,  June  2,  1891,  the  place  last 
mentioned  having  been  visited  merely  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
coal  for  bunkers,  and  no  cargo  or  passengers  having  there  been  taken 
on  board  or  landed,  and  no  entry  or  clearance  having  been  made  there. 

The  Bureau  holds  that  under  such  circumstances  no  tonnage  tax  ac- 
crued. Measures  for  a  refund  of  the  dues  exacted  have  been  taken, 
and  a  draft  will  be  forwarded  according  to  the  usual  course  of  procedure. 

Please  advise  the  applicant  accordingly. 

Eespectfully  yours, 

B.  C.  O'BEIEK, 

Commissioner. 
Collector  of  Customs,  Philadelphm,  Fa. 

(13272.) 

Circular. — To  prevent  the  entrance  of  infected  vessels  or  vessels  from  in- 
fected ports  entering  smaller  poiis  of  the  United  Stoics  where  quarantine 

restraints  are  insufficient, 

Tkeasury  Department, 

Office  Supervising  Surgeon- General  Marine- Hospital  Service^ 

Washington^  D.  C,  September  19,  1892. 

To  Collectors  of  Customs^  Medical  Officers  of  the  Marine- Hospital  Service^  ami 

State  and  Local  Health  Offi>cers,  and  others  whom  it  may  concern : 

It  having  been  shown  that,  by  reason  of  stringent  quarantine  re8traint:> 
at  the  larger  ports  upon  the  seaboard,  infected  vessels,  or  vessels  from 
infected  ports,  either  belonging  to  regular  lines  or  known  as  ''tramps.'' 
may  seek  entry  at  smaller  ports  where  quarantine  restraints  are  in- 
sufficient, it  is  hereby  ordered  that  collectors  of  customs  at  smaller 
ports  on  the  seaboard  and  at  ports  where  local  law  or  financial  pro- 
vision is  insufficient,  shall  maintain  unusual  watchfulness  with  regard 
to  said  vessels,  and  impose  the  necessary  quarantine  restraints  upon 
the  same,  reporting  in  each  instance  to  the  Marine-Hospital  Bureau. 

Collectors  at  the  above-mentioned  ports,  after  consultation  with  the 

local  health  authorities,  will  report  to  the  Supervising  Surgeon -General 

of  the  Marine-Hospital  Service  regarding  such  assistance  as  may  be 

required  to  insure  thorough  inspection  and  disinfection  of  said  ve^els 

prior  to  entry,  with  recommendation  of  appointment,  if  need  be,  of  a 

properly  qualified  medical  inspector. 

WALTER  WYMAN, 

Approved :  Siqyervising  Surgeon- General  M.-H,  8. 

Charles  Foster, 

Secreta^-y, 
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(13273.) 
Transfei'  of  prune  tcine  from  one  manufacturing  loarehouse  to  another. 

Treasury  Department,  September  21,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  has  received  yaar  letter  of  the  15th 
instant  in  which  you  ask  permission  to  transfer  from  your  manufactur- 
ing warehouse  to  the  manufacturing  warehouse  of  Lidiard  &  Co.,  cer- 
tain 21  gallons  of  prune  wine  which  you  say  you  do  not  wish  to  use,  as 
you  have  abandoned  the  manufacture  of  Decker's  whisky  and  desire  to 
clase  out  the  article  first  mentioned. 

While  the  Department  recognizes  the  fact  that  the  proposed  transfer 
might  not  occasion  any  direct  loss  to  the  revenue,  it  can  not  consent 
to  establish  such  a  precedent  in  reversal  of  its  long-established  prac- 
tice. 

This  >vine  is  under  bond  for  export  and  could  have  been  transferred 
to  your  manufacturing  warehouse  only  under  such  bond.     The  accounts 
of  the  custom-house  would  be  confused  by  any  other  disposal  of  it,  and 
the  permission  dasired  can  not  therefore  be  granted. 
Eespectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(1560  g.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Barcx-ay  &  Co.,  Neio  York, 

(13274.) 
Examination  of  iDiachinet^y, 

Treasury  Department,  September  21,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  3d 
nlfcimo,  in  which  you  set  forth  certain  objections  to  the  terms  of  the  De- 
partment's circular  of  July  2,  1892,  which  regulated  the  examination 
of  machinery  at  places  other  than  the  wharf  or  public  store  at  the  port 
of  arrival. 

You  state  that  you  have  been  requested  by  one  of  your  customers  to 
represent  to  the  Department  the  inconvenience  and  expense  resulting 
from  the  enforcement  of  the  circular  referred  to.  You  add  that  you 
expect  to  make  large  importations  of  machinery  during  the  next  year, 
and  that  a  wharf  examination  would  expose  it  to  injury  and  rust. 

The  Department  has  considered  this  matter  in  its  relations  to  import- 
ers of  machinery  as  well  as  to  American  manufacturers  of  machinery. 
The  lattyer  have  an  undeniable  right  to  protection  from  the  unfair  com- 
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(13277.) 

Circular, — Examination  of  machinery  and  other  huRy  goods, 

Treasuby  Depabtment,  Septemhei'  22,  1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

Circular  No.  109,  of  July  2,  1892,  is  hereby  modified  so  far  as  to  al- 
low a  reduction  of  the  amount  of  deposit  to  be  required  in  certain  cases 
from  importers  of  machinery,  whenever,  in  the  opinion  of  the  col- 
lector, the  interests  of  the  revenue  will  not  be  jeopardized  by  such  re- 
duction, but  the  deposit  will  in  no  case  be  less  than  the  estimated  duty 
and  expenses. 

O.  L.  SPAULDLNTG, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


(13278.) 

Circular. — BepoHs  on  applications  for  remission  or  mitigation  of  fines,  pcfi- 

altieSj  and  forfeitures. 

Tbeasuby  Depabtment,  September  23,  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs  and  Others : 

In  forwarding  to  the  Department  applications  presented  for  remissioo 
or  mitigation  of  fines,  x>enalties,  forfeitures,  or  disabilities  incurred  un- 
der the  laws  relating  to  customs,  navigation,  steam  vessels,  immigra- 
tion, etc.,  collectors  and  other  customs  officers  will  exercise  care  to  en- 
deavor to  set  forth  in  detail  such  facts  as  may  be  necessary  for  a  proper 
understanding  of  the  case  by  the  Department,  and  as  will  enable  it  tx> 
take  action  without  further  inquiry. 

The  report  should  specify  ordinarily  tlie  name  of  the  applicant;  the 
name  of  the  vessel  concerned ;  her  official  number  or  tonnage,  if  neces- 
sary for  her  identification ;  the  specific  provision  of  law  violated ;  the 
date  when  the  offense  was  committed ;  the  place  where  the  offense  oc- 
curred; the  number  of  the  case;  the  precise  circumstances  constituting 
a  violation  of  the  statute  cited ;  any  facts  tending  to  show  whether  or 
not  relief  may  properly  be  afforded ;  the  opinion  of  the  collector  whether 
the  statements  in  the  application  are  true,  and  his  recommendation,  if 
he  thinks  proper  to  make  one. 

The  attention  of  the  customs  officers  is  invited  to  article  973,  R€^i- 
lations  of  1892,  and  to  section  4496,  Revised  Statutes,  which  is  as  fol- 
lows : 


987 

"All  collectors,  or  other  chief  oflQcers  of  the  customs,  and  all  inspect- 
ors within  the  several  districts,  shall  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  title 
[Begalations  of  steam  vessels],  against  all  steamers  arriving  and  de- 

parting." 

O.  L.  8PAULDING, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(13279.) 

Oaths  in  customs  cases. 

Treasury  Department,  September  29,  1892. 

Sib  :  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  26th  instant,  in 
which  yon  ask  whether  your  attorney  may  be  allowed  to  take  the  oaths 
re<iuired  in  customs  procedure  in  your  stead. 

Id  reply,  you  are  informed  that  a  jurat  is  valid  only  when  it  refers  to 
an  oath  administered  to  the  subscribing  affiant  in  person,  an  attorney 
having  no  power  to  bind  his  principal  by  an  oath  taken  by  said  attor- 
ney. 

In  all  proceedings,  therefore,  wherein  you  appear  as  consignee  or 

owner,  the  required  oath  must  be  taken  by  you  unless  your  agent  gives 

bond  to  produce  your  oath  within  the  prescribed  time. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1774  g.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Mr. , 


(13280.) 
DraiDback  an  composition  metal. 

TreasiTby  Department,  September  29,  1892. 

SiB:  On  the  exportation  of  ''composition  metaP^  manufactured  by 
the  Bnmham  Smelting  and  Eefining  Company,  of  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  in 
part  from  imported  old  and  scrap  copper,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed 
equal  in  amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  the  copper  used,  less  the  legal  re- 
tention of  1  per  cent. 

The  drawback  entry  must  show  the  gross  and  net  weights  of  each 
package  of  the  manufactured  metal  shipped,  and  the  quantity  of  im- 
ported copper  used  in  its  manufacture ;  and  the  manufacturers'  declar- 
ation  must  state,  in  addition  to  the  usual  averments,  that  the  metal  was 
manu&ctured  in  accordance  with  their  sworn  statement  dated  March 
16, 1892. 


~       988 

Sampler  of  each  exportation  shall  be  taken  by  the  inspecting  officer 
and  submitted  to  a  Government  chemist  for  analysis  and  determina- 
tion of  the  percentage  of  copper  contained  therein.  Such  determina- 
tion, together  with  the  weight  of  the  exported  article  as  found  by  a 
United  States  weigher,  shall  be  taken  as  the  basis  for  the  allowance  of 
drawback ;  bat  in  no  case  shall  drawback  be  allowed  on  any  excess 
over  the  quantity  indicated  by  the  formula  contained  in  said  sworn 
statement  of  March  16,  1892. 
EespectfuUy  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDINQ, 
(538^.)  Acting  Secrdary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  YorJc. 


(13281.) 
Drawback  on  clocks. 


s  Treasury  Department,  September  29,  1892. 

Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  clocks  made  by  the  Ansonia  Clock  Com- 
pany, of  New  York  City,  in  part  from  imported  porcelain,  and  zinc 
dials  and  imported  glass,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal  in  amount 
to  the  duties  paid  on  such  imported  materials  less  the  legal  deduction 
of  1  i)er  cent. 

The  entry  under  which  the  clocks  are  to  be  inspected  and  laden  shall 
show  the  number  of  each  kind  or  variety  of  clocks  to  be  exported,  the 
kind  and  dimensions  of  the  dials  and  glasses  on  which  drawback  Ls 
claimed,  and  also  describe  the  same  by  reference  to  the  manufacturers' 
catalogues  and  sworn  statement  filed  with  their  application. 

In  cafie  the  glasses  are  cut  from  imported  window  glass,  the  quantity 
used  may  be  determined  by  adding  to  the  weight  of  the  exported  glass^ 
to  cover  the  wastage  incurred  in  the  manufacture,  the  respective  per- 
centages shown  in  the  said  manufacturers'  statement,  dated  April  14, 
1892. 

In  all  cases  the  manufacturers'  declaration  on  the  drawback  entry 

must,  in  addition  to  the  usual  averments,  show  that  the  exported  clocks 

were  made  from  kinds  of  imported  material  and  in  form  as  set  forth  in 

said  statement. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIKG, 

(1062  g.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


989 

(13282.) 

Ooal'tar  pre2>aratioii8. 

Treasury  Department,  September  29,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  Department  is  in  receipt  of  three 
letters,  dated  the  24th  instant,  from  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
southern  district  of  New  York,  iq  which  he  reports  the  trials  of  the 
following  cases  in  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals  in  his  dis- 
trict on  the  17th  instant,  which  involved  the  proper  dutiable  classifica- 
tion of  certain  coal-tar  preparations  known  as  napthionate  of  soda, 
tolidine  base,  and  binitro  toluole,  viz  : 

Roessler  &  Hasslacher  Chemical  Company,  importation  per  Neder- 
land,  August  25,  1890.  Suit  A.  58.  W.  J.  Matheson  &  Co.,  limited, 
importation  per  Bohemia,  July  25,  1890.  Suit  A.  62.  W.  J.  Matheson 
&  Co.,  importations  per  Herman,  June  21,  1890,  and  St.  Pancras  July 
15, 1890.     Suit  A.  61. 

It  appears  that  the  above,  mentioned  articles  were  classified  for  duty 
by  the  collector  as  chemical  salts,  dutiable,  at  the  rate  of  25  per  cent, 
ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  pai-agraph  92  of  the  act  of  March 
3, 1883,  the  parties  claiming  that  the  same  were  dutiable  only,  at  the 
rate  of  20  "pev  cent  ad  valorem,  as  preparations  of  coal  tar  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  83  of  said  act ;  that  the  parties  filed  notices  of 
dissatisfaction  under  the  provisions  of  section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10, 
1890,  and  that  the  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers,  sitting  at 
Xew  York,  affirmed  the  ruling  of  the  collector,  whereupon  the  parties 
appealed  to  the  United  States  circuit  court  at  New  York  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  15  of  the  last- mentioned  act,  and  obtained  a  reversal 
of  said  decisions  of  the  collector  and  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  ; 
that  the  Department,  under  the  advice  of  the  United  States  Attorney- 
General,  appealed  the  cases  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals,  and  such 
court,  the  district  attorney  now  reports,  affirms  the  ruling  of  the  court 
below,  thus  sustaining  the  claim  of  the  protestants. 

The  Government  having  now  exhausted  its  remedy  under  the  stat- 
utes, the  only  coui'se  remaining  is  to  direct  a  refund  of  the  duties  ex- 
acted in  excess,  and  you  are  therefore  hereby  authorized  accordingly, 
and  will  dpply  these  instructions  to  the  above  cases  and  to  all  similar 
suits  at  your  port  involving  the  question  of  the  proper  classification  of 
said  preparations  where  the  requirements  of  law  as  to  filing  notices  of 
dissatisfaction,  institution  of  suit,  etc.,  have  been  duly  complied  with. 
Respectfully  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(7674/.)  ActiTig  Secretary. 

COLLBCTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  New  York. 
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(13283.) 
Drawback  on  oreosoted  luvaber. 

Treasury  Department,  September  30,  1892. 

Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  "  creosoted  lumber''  maniifacthred  by  the 
Carolina  Oil  and  Creosote  Company,  of  Wilmington,  N".  C,  in  part  from 
imported  dead  oil  of  coal-tar,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal  in 
amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  the  imported  oil  used  in  the  manufiacture 
less  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 

The  quantity  of  the  imported  material  so  used  shall  be  aAcertaiued 
by  adding  to  the  quantity  thereof  contained  in  the  exported  article  2 
per  cent  of  such  quantitJ^ 

The  drawback  entry  must  state  the  board  measurement  of  the  creo- 
soted lumber  to  be  exported  thereunder  and  the  number  of  gallons  of 
imported  dead  oil  actually  contained  therein. 

When  ordered  by  the  collector,  sample  pieces  of  the  exported  creo- 
soted lumber  shall  be  taken  by  the  inspector  and  submitted  to  the  ap- 
praiser for  examination  and  verification  of  the  exporter's  and  manu- 
facturer's statements  as  to  the  quantity  of  imported  oil  actually  con- 
tained in  such  lumber. 

EespectfuUy  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(884  g, )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Wilmington,  N.  C. 


(13284.) 
Drawback  on  linoleum-. 

Treasury  Department,  September  30,  1892. 

Sir:  On  the  exportation  of  ** linoleum,"  manufactured  in  part  from 
imported  burlaps,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal  to  the  duties  paid 
on  the  imported  burlaps  used  in  the  manufacture  less  the  legal  de- 
duction of  1  per  cent. 

The  quantity  of  burlaps  so  used  shall  be  ascertained  by  the  surface 
measurement  of  the  exported  article. 
Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDINQ, 

(548  g. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


991 

(13285.) 

Applieaiions  to  caurls  for  review  of  decisions  of  Board  of  General  Ap- 
praisers— Paintingft  07h  porcelain. 

Tkeabuky  Department,  September  30,  .1892. 

Sir:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  27thjnstant,  in  which,  re- 
ferring to  Department's  instructions  of  the  12th  ultimo,  directing  you 
to  disregard  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United  States  General  Ap- 
praisers (G.  A.  1579),  of  July  7,  1892,  involving  the .  classification  of 
paintings  on  porcelain,  pending  the  judicial  determination  of  the 
question,  you  state  that  the  Board  has  recently  overruled  the  decision 
of  your  office  in  the  classification  of  similar  merchandise  imported  by 
Mr.  J.  H.  McClelland  of  your  city,  and  request  instructions  in  the 
matter. 

In  reply  thereto,  I  have  to  state  that  while  under  said  'instructions 

yon  will  continue  to  disregard  such  Board  decision  until  the  question 

is  finally  decided  by  the  courts,  you  should  also  apply  to  the  circuit 

court,  under  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890, 

for  a  review  of  every  case  of  this  character  in  which  you  are  overruled 

by  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(9700/. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Surveyor  of  Customs,  Pittsburg,  Pa. 


(13286.) 
Drawback  on  electrical  exploders. 

Treasury  Department,  September  30,  1892. 

Sir:  On  the  exportation  of  *' electrical  exploders,"  manufactured  by 
the  ^tna  Powder  Company,  of  the  State  of  Indiana,  in  part  from  im- 
ported percussion  caps  or  detonators,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal 
to  the  duty  paid  on  the  imported  caps  less  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per 
cent 

The  entry  under  which  the  exploders  are  to  be  inspected  and  laden 
mast  state  the  number  contained  in  each  box  or  carton,  and  the  num- 
ber of  cartons  in  each  shipping  case,  which  statement  shall  be  verified 
by  the  inspecting  officer. 

The  manufacturer's  declaration  on  the  drawback  entry,  in  addition 
to  the  usual  averments,  must  state  separately  the  number  of  each  kind 
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of  cap  or  detonator  used  in  the  manufacture,  describing  them  as  they 
are  described  in  the  invoice  under  which^hey  were  imported. 

When  ordered  by  the  collector,  samples  shall  be  taken  by  the  inspect- 
ing officer  and  submitted  to  the  appraiser  for  verification  of  the  manu- 
facturer's statement. 

Respectfully  yours, 

O.  L.  8PAULDIKG, 

(507  g, )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York, 


(13287.— G.  A.  1667.) 
Women^s  and  children^  s  sUk  and  worsted  dress  goods,  silk  chief  valut. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  Ahgust  8,  1892. 

• 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  21186a-4009.  of  Wendt,  Steinhauser  AOo.,  againat  the  declsioo  of 
the  collector  of  oustomB  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  women's  and  children's  dress  goods  of  silk  and  wool,  imported  per  La  Chaimpagnt,  De- 
cember 80, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  CteMiraL  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  consists  of  women's  and  childreu-s 
dress  goods,  composed  of  silk  and  worsted,  classified  and  assessed  for 
duty  at  12  cents  a  square  yard  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  395  of  the  new  tariff  act.  Appellants  claim  that  they  are 
entitled  to  enter  the  merchandise  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  414  of  said  act,  on  the  ground  that  the  compo- 
nent material  of  chief  value  therein  is  silk ;  that  it  is  composed  in  part 
of  worsted,  and  that  it  does  not  contain  wool  as  a  component  mat'Crial. 

The  case  was  heard  on  May  13,  1892,  and  appellants  appeared,  and 
one  of  them,  Charles  Ophuls,  was  sworn  as  a  witness.  In  the  course 
of  his  examination  he  verified  a  sample  of  the  importation  in  question, 
and  stated  its  use  to  be  for  women's  and  children's  dress  goods. 

The  quantitative  analysis  of  the  aforementioned  sample  among  the 
papers  shows  silk  to  be  the  component  material  of  chief  value  therein. 

There  is  no  dispute  abont  the  facts  in  this  case.  The  pleadings 
present  the  single  issue  whether  the  merchandise  under  consideration 
is  provided  for  in  paragraph  395  of  the  new  tariff  act  as  classified  by 
the  collector,  or  in  paragraph  414  of  said  act  as  claimed  by  appellants. 

Paragraph  414  is  as  follows  : 

All  manufactures  of  silk,  or  of  which  silk  is  the  component  material 
of  chief  value,  not  specially  provided  for  in  this  act,  50  per  cent  ad 
valorem. 
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Paragraph  395  is  in  part  as  follows : 

On  women's  and  children's  dress  goods,  *  *  *  and  goods  of 
similar  description  or  character,  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of 
*  *  *  worsted,  *  ♦  *  and  not  specially  provided  for  in  this 
act,  the  dnty  shall  be  12  cents  per  square  yard,  and  in  addition  thereto 
50  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

It  is  in  proof  that  the  component  material  of  chief  value  in  the  mer- 
chandise here  is  silk.  This  fact  brings  it  within  the  terms  of  para- 
graph 414,  unless  it  is  specially  provided  for  elsewhere  in  the  act. 
But  it  is  also  in  proof  (1)  that  the  merchandise  is  composed  in  part  of 
worsted,  and  (2)  is  used  for  women's  and  children's  dress  goods;  and 
women's  and  children's  dress  goods,  composed  in  part  of  worsted,  are 
ennmerated  in  paragraph  395. 

It  has  been  held  that  the  words  '* manufactures  of  hair"  are  a  suf- 
ficient designation  to  place  such  manufactures  among  enumerated 
articles.  (Nathan  vs,  Butterfield,  125  U.  S.,  70.)  The  description  here 
in  paragraph  395  is  much  more  definite — "  women's  and  children's 
dress  goods" — and  one  of  the  appellants,  a  merchant,  called  as  a 
witness,  testifies  that  said  merchandise  is  ^'used  for  women's  and 
children's  dress  goods.  It  is  also  matter  of  common  knowledge  that 
such  merchandise  is  known  commercially  as  "women's  and  children's 
dress  goods;"  and  the  commercial  designation  of  an  article  among 
traders  and  importers,  where  such  designation  is  clearly  established, 
fix^  the  character  for  the  purpose  of  the  tarifif  laws.  (Arthur  vs, 
Lahey,  96  TJ.  S.,  11.)  Hence  the  merchandise  here,  not  less  by  reason 
of  its  commercial  name  than  by  the  uses  for  which  it  is  designed, 
answers  to  the  enumeration  of  paragraph  395 ;  "women's  and  children's 
dress  goods  ♦  *  *  composed  *  *  *  jn  part  of  *  *  * 
worsted." 

We  are  warranted  in  making  a  comparison  of  paragraphs  414  and 
395  with  the  view  of  ascertaining  which  of  them  governs  the  classifica- 
tion in  the  case  at  bar  by  the  method  pursued  in  Hartranfb  vs.  Meyer, 
135  U.  S.,  237.  In  that  case  the  merchandise  was  matelass^  cloth  com- 
posed of  silk,  cotton,  and  wool,  silk  being  the  component  of  chief 
value.  Schedule  K,  act  of  1883,  imposed  a  certain  rate  of  duty  upon 
'*  ail  manufactures  of  wool  of  every  description,  made  wholly  or  in 
part  of  wool,  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for  in  this  act." 
Schedule  L  of  said  act  imposed  a  certain  other  rate  of  duty  upon  all 
goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided 
for  in  this  act,  made  of  silk  or  of  which  silk  is  the  component  mate- 
rial of  chief  value. 
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Upon  this  state  of  facts  the  court  remarked : 

If  either  schedule  stood  alone  in  the  statutes  obviously  the  goods 
would  be  dutiable  under  that  schedule,  for  they  were  made  in  part  of 
wool,  as  described  in  Schedule  K,  and  they  were  goods  of  which  silk 
is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  as  described  in  Schedule  L 
*  ''^  *  It  can  not  be  assumed  that  Congress  intended  two  rates  for 
the  same  goods,  to  be  selected  at  the  pleasure  of  either  the  collector  or 
the  importer.  In  each  schedule  are  found  the  words  '^not  specially 
enumerated  or  provided  for  in  this  act,''  so  that  neither  description  is 
absolute  or  exclusive.  We  place  no  stress  on  the  position  of  the  two 
schedules  in  the  act,  or  on  the  fact  that  Schedule  L,  coming  after 
Schedule  K,  expresses  the  later  thought  and  purpose  of  Congress,  but 
we  turn  rather  to  the  character  of  the  descriptive  language  used  in  the 
one,  it  being  more  general  than  in  the  other.  In  Schedule  K  it  is 
**made  wholly  or  in  part  of  wool,"  thereby  reaching  to  all  manufac- 
tured articles  of  which  any  portion  is  wool,  while  in  Schedule  L  it  w 
narrower  and  more  limited,  *^  made  of  silk,  or  of  which  silk  is  the  com- 
ponent material  of  chief  value."  TJiis  is  a  special  enumeration  rather 
than  the  other. 

Further,  the  court  quotes  with  approval  the  language  of  Mr.  Justice 
Bradley,  to  the  same  effect,  in  Solomon  vs.  Arthur,  102  U.  S.,  208. 

The  reasoning  of  this  decision  is  irresistible ;  and  we  may  therefore 
well  paraphrase  it,  not  less  on  the  ground  of  its  force,  as  an  argument, 
than  on  its  conclusiveness  as  an  authority. 

The  case  at  bar  is  parallel  with  the  cases  cited,  but  is  more  pro- 
nounced than  either  of  them. 

The  merchandise  here  is  women's  and  children's  dress  goods,  com- 
posed in  part  of  worsted,  silk  being  its  component  material  of  chief 
value. 

Pai'agraph  414  of  the  new  tariff  act  imposes  a  certain  rate  of  duty 
upon  all  manufactures  of  silk  or  of  which  silk  is  the  component  ma- 
terial of  chief  value,  not  specially  provided  for  in  said  act;  while 
paragraph  395  imposes  a  certain  other  rate  of  duty  upon  women's  and 
children's  dress  goods,  composed  in  part  of  worsted,  not  specially  pro- 
vided for  in  said  act. 

It  is  obvious  that  if  either  of  these  paragraphs  stood  alone  in  the 
statutes,  the  merchandise  would  be  dutiable  under  that  paragraph ;  for 
it  is  women's  and  children's  dress  goods,  composed  in  part  of  worsted, 
and  the  component  material  of  chief  value  therein  ia  silk.  Neither 
description  is  absolute  or  conclusive,  because  each  paragraph  contains 
the  restrictive  clause,  "not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for  in 
this  act." 

Which  of  these  descriptive  provisions  is  the  general  and  w^hich  the 
special  enumeration?  That  in  paragraph  414 — ^'all  manufiaictures of 
silk  or  of  which  silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value" — applies 
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to  a  thousand  and  one  articles  made  of  silk,  or  of  which  silk  is  the 
component  material  of  chief  value — to  every  article  of  silk  or  of  which 
silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  not  spedally  provided  for 
in  mid  act.     It  is  obviously  a  provision  of  very  wide  application. 

Xow,  turning  to  the  other  paragraph — 395 — we  find  all  the  condi- 
tions of  a  narrower  and  more  definite  enumeration,  to  wit:  (1)  goods 
composed  in  part  of  worsted  ;  (2)  goods  designed  for  a  certain  kind  of 
garments,  that  is  to  say,  for  the  making  of  dresses ;  (S)  goods  designed 
for  dresses  for  a  certain  class  of  persons  of  the  female  sex,  namely, 
women  and  children. 

In  the  language  of  Mr.  Justice  Brewer  in  the  Hartranfb  and  Meyer 
case,  '*thi8  is  a  special  enumeration  rather  than  the  other.'' 

Farther  paraphrasing  the  learned  judge  in  the  same  case  : 

Logically,  the  two  phrases,  standing  together  in  the  same  body  of 
laws,  would  be  related  as^  follows  ^  All  manufactures  in  which  silk  is 
the  component  material  of  chief  value  (paragraph  414),  not  specially 
provided  for  in  said  act,  shall  pay  a  duty  of  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem ; 
but  if  such  manufactures  are  women's  and  children's  dress  goods,  and 
are  composed  in  part  of  worsteds,  they  shall  pay  a  duty  of  12  cents  a 
square  yard  and  in  addition  thereto  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

On  the  evidence,  the  record,  and  on  common  knowledge,  obtained 
through  intercourse  with  ^lerchants  and  others  in  the  course  of  the 
performance  of  our  ofi&cial  duties,  we  find  the  following  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  subject  of  protest  was  imported  under  the 
proTisions  of  the  new  tariff  act. 

(2)  That  it  consists  of  women's  and  children's  dress  goods. 

(3)  That  it  is  composed  in  part  of  worsted,  but  the  component  ma- 
terial of  chief  value  therein  is  silk. 

(4)  That  it  is  commercially  known  as  women's  and  children's  dress 
goods;  and 

(5)  That  it  is  designed  for  use  as,  and  is  used  for,  women's  and 
children's  dress  goods. 

In  view  of  the  facts,  and  under  the  law,  we  hold  that  the  action  of 
the  collector  was  correct. 
The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 
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opon  which  duty  was  levied  at  45  per  cent  ad  yalorem,  nnder  x>ara- 
graph  348,  N.  T. ;  that  said  fabrics  were  cotton  cloth  known  as  vestings, 
containing  more  than  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  both 
warp  and  filling,  a  portion  thereof  being  bleached  and  the  remainder 
dyed,  colored,  or  stained ;  that  said  cloth  was  composed  entirely  of 
cotton. 

The  protestants  claim  that  said  goods  are  commercially  known  as 
union  duck  and  are  manufactures  of  flax  containing  more  than  100 
threads  to  the  square  inch,  subject  to  duty  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  371,  N.  T.,  and  produce  a  letter  purporting  to  be 
from  the  manufocturers,  Thomas  Taylor  &  Sons,  Barnsley,  England, 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  said  merchandise  is  composed  of  cotton  and 
linen. 

A  careful  examination  by  the  United  States  chemist  shows  that  the 
fabrics  are  entirely  of  cotton. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 


(13290— G.  A.  1670.) 

Clerical  error  in  original  consular  invoice. 

Before  the  XJ.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  N"ew  York,  August  11,  1892. 

(be  matter  of  the  protest^  24682a,  of  Levi  Brothers  ic  Blum,  a^^ainat  the  decision  of  the  oollector 
if  ciuftotna  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  trimmings 
elnrieal  error),  imported  per  Oeiserieh^  January  19, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  OeneroL  Appraiser. 

^-Tie  claim  of  the  protest  in  this  case  is  that  duty  was  exacted  on  cer- 

1  nondutiable  charges  amounting  tx)  140  marks.     Appended  to  the 

:inal  consular  invoice,  which  appears  in  the  record,  is  this  statement : 

le  following  charges  are  not  included  in  the  above  prices."     Then 

"ars  an  enumeration  of  charges  aggregating  140  marks.     Duty  was 

^sed  on  the  invoice  price,  including  said  140  marks,  and  the  entry 

[uidated. 

e  case  was  heard  July  19,  1892,  when  appellants  appeared  and 
*d  as  a  witness  one  Gustave  Bauer,  an  employ^  of  the  house,  who 
".  tbskt  he  was  in  charge  of  appellants^  importations  of  merchandise. 
'oduced  a  consular  invoice,  in  every  particular  a  duplicate  of  the 
ial,  already  described,  except  that  the  statement  already  repro- 
'  from  said  original  ischangedsoasto  read:  "The  folio  wing  charges 
.eluded  in  the  above  prices.'*  Witness  Bauer  testified  to  the 
tnesB  of  the  substituted  consular  invoice. 
67 


a3288— G.  A.  1668.) 

Hai  crowns,  ornaments,  and  trimmings  made  of  getatin,  tilk,  and  cotion. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  Aagust  8, 1893. 

IntbemalterDf  thF  nroloot.aMtOo,  of  C.  B.  Tbounwon,  anlnU  Uie  dKlalon  of  Uw  wUcdor  of 
custonu  at  Nev  \otlc  u  to  Uie  rata  and  amount  of  duHea  charnable  on  Derl^n  gelilio, 
■  Ilk,  and  cotton  trimminB*  uid  hat  omamenla.  Imported  per  nxirattu.  Augoat  11.  IStl. 

Opinion  hy  ^HABRnrs.  Qentmt  Appraiatr. 

We  find  afi  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  The  goods  are  hat  crowns,  ornaments,  and  trimmings  composed 
■  of  gelatin  spangles  attached  to  silk  and  cottoa  nets. 

(2)  These  articles  are  not  specifically  provided  for  in  the  present 
act,  and  are  manufactures  of  which  gelatin  is  the  component  material 
of  chief  value.     • 

Daty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  27,  N.  T,  The  appellant  claims  the  goods  are  dutiable 
at  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  as  anenumerated  manufactured  articles,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  i,  act  of  October  1, 1890. 
Section  6  of  said  act  provides  *  *  *  "and  on  articles  not  enumer- 
ated, manufactured  of  two  or  more  materials,  the  duty  shall  be  assessed 
at  the  highest  rate  at  which  the  same  would  be  chargeable  if  composed 
wholly  of  the  component  material  thereofof  chief  value." 

In  the  present  case  we  hold  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  the  rate 
made  applicable  to  gelatin  iu  paragraph  27. 

We  have  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  take  evidence  touching  the 
value  of  the  gelatin  per  pound,  inasmuch  as  the  contention  of  the  ap- 
pellant is  not  considered  well  founded. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  the  collector's  decision  stands. 


(13289— G.  A.  1669.) 

Vestinga  of  countable  eotton  cloth  daimed  to  he  union  di«*. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  Augtist  11, 1892. 

lo  A  Co.,  agaiiut  Uw  dee]. 
aouDt  ol  duliM  char(«ble 


ir  of  the  proleM,  ZiaiSa-^9«2.^r  Meurs.  Alfred  Beolunla  A  Co.,  i 


on  certain  Teatlngi,  imported  per  Maitttic,  Novel 

Opinion  by  Lunr,  Qenetal  Appralitr. 

We  find  that  Messrs.  A.  Benjamin  &  Oo.  imported  into  the  port  of 
Kew  York,  November  28,  1891,  certain  textile  &brics  invoiced  as 
"padded  union  duck,"  valued  at  more  than  15  cents  per  square  yard. 


TT 


997 

npoD  vhich  duty  was  levied  at  45  per  cent  ad  yalorem,  ander  para- 
graph 348,  N.  T.;  that  said  fabrics  were  cotton  cloth  known  asvestings, 
GODtaining  more  than  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  both 

* 

warp  and  filling,  a  portion  thereof  being  bleached  and  the  remainder 
dyed,  colored,  or  stained ;  that  said  cloth  was  composed  entirely  of 

ODttOD. 

The  protestants  claim  that  said  goods  are  commercially  known  as 
nniou  duck  and  are  manufactures  of  flax  containing  more  than  100 
threads  to  the  square  inch,  subject  to  duty  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  371,  N.  T.,  and  produce  a  letter  purporting  to  be 
from  the  manufacturers,  Thomas  Taylor  &  Sons,  Barnsley,  England, 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  said  merchandise  is  composed  of  cotton  and 
linen. 

A.  careful  examination  by  the  United  States  chemist  shows  that  the 
febrics  are  entirely  of  cotton. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 


(13290— G.  A.  1670.) 

Clerical  error  in  origimal  consular  invoice. 

Before  the  XJ.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  N"ew  York,  August  11,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24532 a,  of  Levi  Brothers  A,  Blum,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  daties  chargeable  on  certain  trimmings 
^clerical  error),  imported  per  GeisericA,  January  19, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Qentral  Appraiser. 

The  claim  of  the  protest  in  this  case  is  that  duty  was  exacted  on  cer- 
tain nondutiable  charges  amounting  to  140  marks.  Appended  to  the 
original  consular  invoice,  which  appears  in  the  record,  is  this  statement : 
''The  following  charges  are  not  included  in  the  above  prices."  Then 
appears  an  enumeration  of  charges  aggregating  140  marks.  Duty  was 
a.ssessed  on  the  invoice  price,  including  said  140  marks,  and  the  entry 
so  liquidated. 

The  case  was  heard  July  19,  1892,  when  appellants  appeared  and 
offered  as  a  witness  one  Gustave  Bauer,  an  employ^  of  the  house,  who 
swore  that  he  was  in  charge  of  appellants'  importations  of  merchandise. 
He  produced  a  consular  invoice,  in  every  particular  a  duplicate  of  the 
original,  already  described,  except  that  the  statement  already  repro- 
duced from  said  original  is  changed  so  as  to  read :  *  *  The  following  charges 
are  included  in  the  above  prices.''  Witness  Bauer  testified  to  the 
correctness  of  the  substituted  consular  invoice. 
67 
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On  this  evidence  we  find  as  fiaets : 

(1)  That  the  importation  was  made  under  the  provisions  of  the  new 
tariff  act. 

(2)  That  the  original  consular  invoice  was  erroneous,  in  this,  that  it 
declared  that  certain  charges  amounting  to  140  marks  were  not  indaded 
in  said  invoice  prices. 

(3)  That  the  consular  invoice  presented  on  the  hearing,  which  declares 
that  certain  charges  amounting  to  140  marks  are  included  in  said  in- 
voice prices,  is  the  true  invoice  in  this  case,  and  correctly  represents 
the  transaction  under  consideration. 

On  these  findings  o'^  fact  we  hold  that  appellants  have  suflFered  injury 
to  the  extent  claimed.  The  protest  is  therefore  sustained  and  the  entry 
will  be  reliquidated  accordingly. 


(13291— G.  A.  1671.) 

(1)  One-hole  beads — (2)  Ornamental  metcU  h(U  and  bonnet  pin^  set  with  mi- 

tation  precious  atones. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  11, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24367  a,  of  A.  Whvte,  against  the  decision  of  the  ooUector  of  customs 
at  New  Tork  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  one-hole  beads,  im- 
ported per  Werra^  September  20, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrettb,  Otneral  AppraUer. 

The  goods  in  question  consist  of : 

(1)  Small  spherical-shaped  pieces  of  unpolished  glass,  colored  black 
and  perforated  on  one  side. 

(2)  Hat  or  bonnet  pins  of  metal,  painted  and  otherwise  made  to  re- 
semble violets  set  with  imitation  pearls  and  diamonds. 

The  appellant  claims  the  first-named  articles  are  dutiable  at  10  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  445,  as  glass  beads,  unthreaded  and 
unstrung,  and  that  the  pins  should  have  been  assessed  with  duty  at  30 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  206  of  the  present  act. 

At  the  hearing  in  the  case  the  evidence  tended  to  show,  and  we  fiud 
as  facts,  that  the  glass  spheres  were  designed  for  use  in  the  manufacture 
of  bracelets,  and  that  they  are  commercially  known  as  ^'one-bole 
beads."  We  further  find  that  the  articles  are  made  of  glass' and  were 
imported  unthreaded  and  unstrung. 

The  pins  are  commercially  known  as  hat  and  bonnet  pins,  and  Ih^ 
long  to  a  class  of  goods  commercially  known  in  trade  as  cheap  jewel n . 
In  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  however,  this  last- mentioned  fact  does  not 
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affect  the  dutiable  character  of  the  articles,  as  we  have  heretofore  de- 
cided that  hat,  bonnet,  and  shawl  pins  are  more  specifically  provided 
for  in  paragraph  206  than  elsewhere  in  the  act. 

We  snstaln  the  claim  of  the  appellant  as  to  all  of  the  merchandise 
covered  by  this  protest. 


(13292— G.  A.  1672.) 
Chargeft — Method  of  proraUing,  on  hosiery  invoiced  at  different  valiies. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  N"ew  York,  August  11, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  16808  a,  of  E.  Stern,  agalnat  the  decision  of  the  oolleotor  of  customs 
at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  oharseable  on  certain  hosiery,  imported 
per  Ootiua^  September  15. 1891. 

Opinion  by  SoMBBVliiLE,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

(1)  The  merchandise  covered  by  the  protest  consists  of  misses'  cotton 
hose,  which  are  contained  in  case  numbered  448  in  the  entry. 

(2)  The  same  entry  contained  eleven  other  cases  of  cotton  hose, 
ladies'  and  misses',  of  larger  sizes  and  greater  values  than  those  in  case 
448. 

(3)  The  goods  in  case  448  (which  are  the  subjects  of  protest)  are  in- 
voiced at  2  marks  per  dozen,  and  the  remaining  goods  at  from  4 
marks  to  4. 20. 

(4)  The  local  appraiser  returned  the  goods  in  case  448  as  ^'cotton 
hose  20-20,"  and  reported  the  value  correct. 

(5)  The  hose  in  case  448  are  contained  in  cartons  less  than  half  the 
size  of  the  cartons  containing  the  bulk  of  such  goods. 

(6)  At  the  end  of  the  invoice  were  given  in  gross  certain  amounts  as 
charges  for  cases,  pax>er  boxes,  packing,  and  other  items,  required  by 
section  19  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  without  specification  of  the 
chaises  belonging  to  the  respective  iteftis. 

(7)  The  collector  in  making  the  liquidation  prorated  the  charges  for 
outside  cases  according  to  their  numbers,  and  to  this  no  objection  is 
raised. 

(8)  The  other  charges  for  the  paper  boxes,  packing,  an^  making  up 
were  prorated  by  distribution  according  to  the  number  of  dozen  hose 
on  the  invoice,  making  a  uniform  amount  for  each  dozen  pairs. 

(9)  This  mode  of  distribution  made  the  smaller  sized  misses'  hose  in 
ease  448  cost  over  60  cents  and  less  than  $2  per  dozen  pairs,  and  they 
were  assessed  accordingly,  under  paragraph  353  of  the  new  tariff  act. 

(10)  Goods  identically  like  those  contained  in  said  case  448,  when 
invoiced  alone  by  the  same  importers,  have  been  recently  passed  by  the 
appraisers  at  the  same  valuation  at  which  the  present  goods  are  in- 
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voiced,  which  is  less  than  60  cents  per  dozen  pairs,  and  the  collector 
liquidated  them  at  the  rate  claimed  by  the  importers  in  the  present 
instance. 

These  findings  of  foct  greatly  simplify  the  question  for  decision, 
which  relates  to  the  proper  mode  of  apportioning  the  costs  of  the  inside 
coverings  of  the  merchandise. 

The  customs  administrative  act  makes  no  specific  provision  regulat- 
ing the  mode  of  distributing  such  charges.  In  a  recent  case  decided  by 
Judge  Thayer  (April  12,  1892)  in  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States 
(eastern  district  of  Missouri),  it  was  held  that  the  cost  of  certain  outside 
coverings  which  contain  hose,  and  occupied  about  the  same  relative 
space,  should  be  distributed  in  the  mode  which  would  seem  *'most 
equitable  and  just."  In  that  case  a  distribution,  by  prorating  the 
charges  according  to  the  number  of  dozens  of  hose,  was  held  to  be  just 
and  equitable.     The  court  observed,  however,  as  follows : 

Gases  may  arise  when  it  would  be  more  just  to  apportion  or  pro- 
rate the  cost  of  the  outside  casing  where  the  package  contains  different 
articles  of  diflferent  values  among  the  diflfereut  articles  in  proportion 
to  their  value. 

We  think  the  present  case  presents  an  instance  where  justice  re- 
quires that  the  distribution  ought  to  be  made  according  to  value,  ot^er 
wise  there  would  be  an  obvious  want  of  uniformity  in  the  valuation  of 
these  goods  and  others  of  identical  kind,  which  would  result  in  a  dif- 
ferent classification  and  a  different  rate  of  duty  for  merchandise  of  pre- 
cisely the  same  kind  and  quality. 

The  collector's  decision  is  reversed,  and  he  is  instructed  to  reliqui- 
date  the  entries  accordingly. 

We  should,  perhaps,  add  that  in  the  absence  of  the  evidence  intro- 
duced before  the  Board  on  the  hearing,  the  collector's  course  was  prob- 
ably justified,  f 

It  would  facilitate  the  decision  of  like  questions  in  the  future  if  the 
local  appraisers  would  make  returns  as  to  the  value  of  the  various 
kinds  of  cartons  and  cases  where  these  values  differ  in  amount. 


(13293— G.  A.  1673.) 
Applique  gimps^  made  of  cotton^  metal,  and  glass  beads. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  11, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteuls,  ia>30&  and  156996,  of  the  Royal  Trimming:  Company,  affainst  the  de- 
oiaion  of  the  collector  of  cuRtoms  at  Chicaf^o.  III.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chari^ 
able  on  certain  beaded  gimps,  imported  per  Brls,  February  11,1892,  and  8aale^  April  11, 1X92. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  invoiced  and  commercially  known  as 
Appliqu6  gimi)S.     In  the  fabrication  of  these  goods  a  design  or  pattern 
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is  outlined  on  cotton  doth  by  means  of  two  chain-stitch  rows  of  metal 
tliread.  In  the  center  of  these  rows  glass  beads  and  bullion  of  various 
colors  are  tacked,  forming  flowers  and  vines,  the  interstices  between 
the  several  parts  of  which  are  cut  oat.  Glass  10-0  three-cut  beads  are 
usually  employed  in  the  manufacture  of  these  gimps.  The  value  of 
such  beads  is  about  li  cents  per  thousand. 

The  Board  has  taken  the  testimony  of  competent  witnesses  as  to  the 
relative  value  of  glass  beads,  metal  thread,  and  bullion,  and  have 
reached  the  conclusion  that  unless  three-fourths,  or  more,  of  the  sur- 
&ce  of  beaded  trimmings  like  that  in  question  is  covered  with  glass 
beads,  metal,  and  not  glass,  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

lo  the  present  case,  less  than  one-third  of  the  surface  of  the  gimps  is 
covered  with  glass  beads ;  and  we  find  as  facts : 

That  the  merchandise  is  composed  of  metal,  glas^  and  cotton,  of 
which  materials  metal  is  the  greatest  in  value. 

We  hold  that  the  claim  of  the  appellants  that  duty  should  have  been 
assessed  upon  the  goods  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 
215,  N.  T.,  was  well  taken,  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13294— G.  A.  1674.) 
Plates  and  disks  of  glass — Lenses  of  glass  mounted  with  metal  hands. 
Before  the  TJ.  S,  General  Appraisers  at  IN'ew  York,  August  18, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  149S7&HI936,  of  J.  W.  Queen  Sl  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  t)ie  collector 
of  euatoms  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  glass 
diaks  and  lenaes,  imported  per  Switzerland,  October  27, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Sharrettb,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  the  goods  covered  by  protest  are : 

(1)  Plates  and  disks  of  glass,  not  exceeding  8  inches  in  diameter, 
ground  and  polished,  and  designed  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  optical 
instruments,  spectacles,  and  eyeglasses. 

(2)  Lenses  of  glass,  not  commercially  known  as  spectacle  and  eyeglass 
lenses,  and  not  intended  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  spectacle  or  eye- 
glasses, but  intended  to  be  set  in  frames  for  use  in  ascertaining  visual 
defects. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  glass  plates  and  disks  at  45  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  122,  N.  T.,  as  lenses.  The  appellants  claim 
fj^  entry  of  these  articles  under  paragraph  591,  X.  T.  The  Board,  in 
G.  A.  933,  decided  that  similar  merchandise  was  not  entitled  to  free 
eatrv. 
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Following  that  decision,  and  without  passing  upon  the  collector's 
classification  of  the  glass  plates  as  lenses,  we  overrule  the  protest  and 
the  collector's  decision  stands  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  merchandise 
covered  by  our  first  finding. 

Eegarding  the  mounted  lenses,  which  are  claimed  by  the  appellants 
to  be  dutiable  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  122,  K  T., 
and  which  were  assessed  with  duty  by  the  collector  at  60  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  108,  'S.  T.,  we  are  of  opinion  that  the  claim 
of  the  appellants  that  they  are  dutiable  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  un- 
der paragraph  122,  is  well  founded.  The  mountings  or  metal  bands  in 
which  the  lenses  are  set  are  an  incident  employed  to  fit  the  lenses  for 
use.  These  articles  as  imported  were  known  commercially  at  and  prior 
to  October  1,  1890,  as  lenses,  or  glass  lenses,  in  contradistinction  to 
quartz  lenses. 

We  hold  these  articles  are  covered  by  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
122  and  sustain  the  protest  relative  thereto. 


(13295— G.  A.  1675.) 

Crin  vegetal,  or  African  fiber. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  18, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  167916-7581,  of  Peter  WoII  &  Sons,  ajptinst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certaiu 
crin  vegetal,  (African  fiber),  imported  per  Orundloven,  May  25, 1802. 

opinion  by  Sharrktts,  Oenmral  Appraiter. 

[Withheld  for  review  by  courts.] 


(13296— G.  A.  1676.) 

Antique  tidies  made  of  cotton  lace,  metal  thread,  and  worsted. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  18,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  23648 a-4U28,  of  Calhoun,  Bobbins  &  Go.,  against  the  decision  of  (b« 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chaifreable  on  oertstn 
cotton  and  worsted  tidies,  imported  per  8aaUy  July  15, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabretts,  Qtneral  Appra4»tr, 

The  goods  covered  by  this  protest  are  invoiced  as  "fancy  antique 
tidies.''     The  netting  or  foundation  of  these  articles  presents  the  ap 
pearance  of  crochet  work,  but  is  in  fact  lace.    The  meshes  of  this  lace 
are  about  one-half  of  1  inch  square,  and  are  filled  in  with  cotton  threads, 
metal  threads,  and  worsted  yarn,  respectively. 
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The  collector  clafisified  the  merchandise  as  worsted  embroidery,  and 
assessed  duty  thereon  at  60  cents  per  pound  and  60  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  398,  N.  T. 

Of  the  several  claims  made  by  the  appellants  in  their  protest  the 
Boanl  will  refer  to  but  one,  namely  :  That  the  merchandise  is  dutiable 
at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  cotton  lace.  This  claim,  in  our  opinion, 
is  well  founded.  The  worsted  and  metal  work  applied  to  the  cotton 
lace  does  not  partake  of  the  nature  of  embroidery.  This  work  is  per- 
formed by  machinery,  and  consists  of  filling  certain  of  the  meshes  with 
worsted  yarn  and  metal  thread,  by  wrapping  these  substances  about 
the  cotton  threads  forming  the  squares  or  meshes,  and  thus  creating  an 
effect  indifferently  resembling  embroidery. 

We  make  these  findings  of  &cts  as  to  the  merchandise  : 

il)  It  is  known  commercially  as  lace  tidies. 

[2)  These  articles  are  composed  of  cotton,  metal,  and  worsted,  of 
which  materials  cotton  in  the  finished  state  is  the  greatest  in  value. 

(3)  These  tidies  are  not  embroidered  by  hand  or  machinery. 

In  accordance  with  these  findings,  we  hold  the  goods  are  dutiable  at 
60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  373,  N.  T.,  and  to  this  extent 
sustain  the  protest. ' 

(13297— G.  A.  1677.) 
Polar-bear  and  tiger  akiiis  with  stuffed  heads. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  18, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  20728a,  of  R.  F.  Downing  it  Co..  against  the  decision  of  the  oollector 
of  coiBtoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  diitiea  chargeable  on  certain  bear  and 
tiger  skins  w^ith  stuffed  heads,  imported  per  Umbria,  December  8, 1801. 

Opinion  by  Shakbktts,  Otntrcd  Appraiser. 

The  goods  in  question  are  polar-bear  and  tiger  skins  with  stufifed 
lieads,  and  they  are  so  described  in  the  invoice.  Duty  was  assessed 
upon  them  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  paragraph  461,  K.  T. 

The  apx>ellants  claim  the  skins  are  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem 
under  paragraph  444,  N.  T. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  contention  of  the  appellants  is  not 
well  founded.  Paragraph  444,  N.  T.,  provides  for  fure  dressed  on  the 
skin  but  not  made  up  into  articles.  It  may  be  true  that  the  merchan- 
dise is  not  made  up  into  certain  completed  articles  which  might  be 
named,  but  it  has  been  converted  into  something  more  than  furs  dressed 
on  the  skin.  The  heads  attached  to  the  dressed  skins  have  undergone 
a  process  of  manufiacture,  and  as  they  can  not  be  separated  from  the 
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rest  of  the  skins  their  manufacture  carries  with  them  the  whole  of  the 
articles  for  assessment  of  duty.  They  consist  of  fur  and  other  mate- 
rials, and  this  is  sufficient,  in  our  opinion,  to  remove  them  from  classi- 
fication under  paragraph  444. 

In  the  condition  in  which  the  articles  are  imported  they  can  be  hnng 
on  the  wall  for  purposes  of  ornamentation,  and  they  require  compara- 
tively little  labor  and  cost  to  line  them  if  they  are  to  be  used  as  rugs. 

We  find  the  facts  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  statements,  and 
sustain  the  decision  of  the  collector. 


(13298— G.  A.  1678.) 


Braids  for  hats  made  from  ths  hark  of  a  tree — Reference  to  HeyVs  Digest 

in  protest. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appi^aisers  at  New  York,  August  18, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  18062a,  of  Simpson,  Crawford  &,  Simpson,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
braids  for  hats,  Imported  per  Burgogne^  August  lb,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabbistts,  OenarcU  Appraiaer, 

m 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  invoiced  as '"fancy  plateaux  for 
hats."  The  appraiser  reports  as  to  these  goods,  and  we  so  find  as  facts, 
^  that  they  are  braids  manufactured  from  the  bark  of  a  tree  and  used 
exclusively  for  making  hats.  We  make  a  further  finding,  that  the  mer- 
chandise is  not  sparterre.  Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  braids  at  40  x)er 
cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  374,  K,  T.  The  appellants  claim 
they  are  either  entitled  to  free  entry  under  paragraph  711  as  sparterre, 
or  are  dutiable  ^t  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  paragraph  773,  act 
October  1,  1890. 

An  examination  of  the  official  samples  of  these  goods  shows  tbem  to 
be  composed  of  the  fibrous  part  of  the  bark  of  a  tree  (in  color  like  that 
of  red  oak),  cut  into  strips  about  one-fourth  of  an  inch  wide,  and 
braided  apparently  by  hand  into  plateaux  for  hats.  In  manner  of  fab- 
rication, intended  purpose  of  use,  and  general  appearance,  the  articles 
in  question  are  similar  to  braids  provided  for  in  paragraph  518  of  the 
free  list.  They  are  excluded  from  classification  under  this  paragraph, 
however,  by  reason  of  the  material  from  which  they  are  manufactured. 
The  Board,  in  G.  A.  1510,  decided  that  bast  matting  made  from  the 
fibrous  part  of  the  bark  of  the  linden  tree  was  not  dutiable  as  a  manu- 
facture of  vegetable  fibers.  Following  that  ruling,  we  hold  in  the  pres- 
ent case  that  the  merchandise  is  not  dutiable  under  paragraph  374,  N.  T. 

The  appellants,  in  their  protest  against  the  collector's  assessment  of 
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duty  npoQ  the  merchandise,  accepted  Heyl's  Digest  of  United  States 
Statates,  edition,  1891,  as  a  gaide.  They  were  misled,  and  claimed 
redress  under  paragraph  773-B  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890.  There 
is  DO  such  paragraph  in  the  present  act.  A  reference,  however,  to 
HeyPs  United  States  Import  Duties,  1891,  page  84,  shows  that  section 
4,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  is  indicated  in  the  margin  of  that  work  as 
paragraph  773. 

The  Treasury  Department  having  heretofore  taken  official  cognizance 
of  digests  by  the  same  author,  we  feel  warranted  in  ruling  that  the 
appellants  in  this  case  have  pointed  with  sufficient  definiteness  to  sec- 
tion 4  as  the  statute  upon  which  they  rely  in  support  of  the  contention 
in  their  protest. 

The  merchandise,  in  our  opinion,  is  properly  dutiable  at  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem  as  an  unenumerated  manufactured  article.  We  accordingly 
reverse  the  collector's  decision  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13299— G.  A.  1679.) 
Fien  and  ink  sketches  dutiable  as  assimilaling  to  paintings. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  18,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14455  &-1440,  of  St.  Louis  Moseutn  of  Pine  Arts,  asrainst  the  decision 
of  the  sarreyor  of  customs  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  pen-and-ink  sicetohes,  imported  per  CephcUonia,  February  29, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shabretts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  merchandise  consists  of  four  pictures,  form- 
ing a  part  of  the  '^Walter  Crane  collection"  originally  imported  into 
the  port  of  Boston,  Mass.,  and  there  entered  for  exhibition  October, 
1891,  and  thence  transported  to  Chicago  and  entered  for  exhibition, 
and  finally  shipped  to  St.  Louis,  where,  after  exhibition  and  sale,  they 
were  entered  for  consumption. 

These  pictures  are  works  of  art  entitled  '* English  Living  Poets,'^ 
''Folk  and  Fairy  Tales,"  "The  Language  of  Lite,"  and  "The  Book 
of  Wedding  Days,"  respectively.  All  of  these  works  were  drawn  with 
a  pen,  and  with  the  exception  of  the  last-named  picture,  in  the  produc- 
tion of  which  red  ink  or  fluid  was  used,  were  executed  in  India  ink. 

The  surveyor  at  the  port  of  St.  Louis,  in  transmitting  the  papers  in 
the  ease,  writes  that  both  he  and  the  appraiser  were  in  doubt  as  to  the 
proper  classification  of  these  pictures,  and  in  order  to  get  an  authorita- 
tive ruling  ux)on  the  subject,  assessed  duty  thereon  at  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem  as  unenumerated  articles  similar  to  engravings  and  etchings 
provided  for  in  paragraph  423,  N,  T. 
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(13288— G.  A,  1668.) 

Hoi  crowns,  ornaments^  and  trimmings  made  of  gelatin^  silk,  and  cotton. 
Before  the  U.  8,  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  8, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  tho  protest,  20440  a,  of  C.  B.  Thompeon,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  gelatin, 
silk,  and  cotton  trimminsrs  and  hat  ornaments,  imported  per  Touraine,  August  11, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabretts,  Oenerol  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  The  goods  are  hat  crowns,  ornaments,  and  trimmings  composed 
*  of  gelatin  spangles  attached  to  silk  and  cotton  nets. 

(2)  These  articles  ai'e  not  specifically  provided  for  in  the  present 
act,  and  are  manufactures  of  which  gelatin  is  the  component  material 
of  chief  value.     * 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem^ 
under  paragraph  27,  K.  T.  The  appellant  claims  the  goods  are  dutiable 
at  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  as  unenumerated  manufactured  articles,  iii 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4,  act  of  October  1,  1890, 
Section  5  of  said  act  provides  *  *  *  '*and  on  articles  not  enumer- 
ated, manufactured  of  two  or  more  materials,  the  duty  shall  be  assessed 
at  the  highest  rate  at  which  the  same  would  be  chargeable  if  composed 
wholly  of  the  component  material  thereof  of  chief  value.'' 

■ 

In  the  present  case  we  hold  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  the  rate 
made  applicable  to  gelatin  in  paragraph  27. 

We  have  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  take  evidence  touching  the 
value  of  the  gelatin  per  pound,  inasmuch  as  the  contention  of  the  ap- 
pellant is  not  considered  well  founded. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  the  collector's  decision  stands. 


(13289— G.  A.  1669.) 

Vestings  of  coutitable  cotton  cloth  daimM  to  he  union  duck. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  11, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  21615 a-59902,  of  Messrs.  Alfired  Benjamin  it  Co.,  a^^alnsi  the  deci- 
sion of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable 
on  certain  vestings,  imported  per  Majestic,  November  27, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lukt,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  Messrs.  A.  Benjamin  &  Oo.  imported  into  the  i>ort  of 
New  York,  [N^ovember  28,  1891,  certain  textile  fabrics  invoiced  as 
"padded  union  duck,''  valued  at  more  than  15  cents  per  square  yard. 
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upon  which  duty  was  levied  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph S48,  N.  T. ;  that  said  fabrics  were  cotton  cloth  known  as  vestings, 
ooQtaining  more  than  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  both 
warp  and  filling,  a  portion  thereof  being  bleached  and  the  remainder 
dyed,  colored,  or  stained ;  that  said  cloth  was  composed  entirely  of 
cotton. 

The  protestants  claim  that  said  goods  are  commercially  known  as 
nnioQ  duck  and  are  manufactures  of  flax  containing  more  than  100 
threads  to  the  square  inch,  subject  to  duty  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  371,  N.  T.,  and  produce  a  letter  purporting  to  be 
from  the  manufacturers,  Thomas  Taylor  &  Sons,  Barnsley,  England, 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  said  merchandise  is  composed  of  cotton  and 
linen. 

A  careM  examination  by  the  United  States  chemist  shows  that  the 
fobrics  are  entirely  Of  cotton. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 


(13290-~G.  A.  1670.) 

Clericdl  error  in  original  consular  invoice. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  August  11,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24582a,  of  Levi  Birothen  A  Blum,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  ciutoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  trimmings 
(clerical  error),  imported  per  Oeiserich,  January  19, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  OtnercU  Appraiser. 

The  claim  of  the  protest  in  this  case  is  that  duty  was  exacted  on  cer- 
tain nondutiable  charges  amounting  to  140  marks.  Appended  to  the 
original  consular  invoice,  which  appears  in  the  record,  is  this  statement : 
"The  following  charges  are  not  included  in  the  above  prices."  Then 
appears  an  enumeration  of  charges  aggregating  140  marks.  Duty  was 
assessed  on  the  invoice  price,  including  said  140  marks,  and  the  entry 
so  liquidated. 

The  case  was  heard  July  19,  1892,  when  appellants  appeared  and 
offered  as  a  witness  one  Gustave  Bauer,  an  employ^  of  the  house,  who 
swore  that  he  was  in  charge  of  appellants'  importations  of  merchandise. 
He  produced  a  consular  invoice,  in  every  particular  a  duplicate  of  the 
original,  already  described,  except  that  the  statement  already  repro- 
duced from  said  original  is  changed  so  as  to  read :  ^  *  The  following  charges 
are  included  in  the  above  prices."  Witness  Bauer  testified  to  the 
correctness  of  the  substituted  consular  invoice. 
67 
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for  the  egress  of  the  air.  The  celluloid  case  slides  easily  on  or  off  the 
metal  part,  and  is  probably  sufficiently  durable  for  the  renewal  of  the 
metal  part  one  or  more  times. 

The  metal  parts  are  invmced  at  1.70  marks  per  dozen,  and  the  cellu- 
loid or  "ivorine''  cases  at  4  marks  per  dozen.  As  the  goods  were 
separately  invoiced,  duty  was  assessed  upon  the  metal  at  45  per  cent, 
and  upon  the  celluloid  cases  at  60  cents  a  pound  and  25  x>er  cent  ad 
valorem.  Appellants  claim  that  the  articles  are  complete  harmonicas, 
and  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  as  toys,  under  paragraph  436,  iN.  T. 

Had  the  goods  been  separately  packed,  their  identity  as  harmonicas 
would  have  been  destroyed.  But  the  sample  before  us  is  a  complete 
harmonica,  costing  less  than  1  mark,  and  in  accordance  with  previous 
rulings  of  the  Board,  we  find  and  hold  that  it  is  a  toy.  Paragraph  436 
excludes  toys  composed  of  earthenware  or  of  certain  other  materials, 
but  it  does  not  except  toys  made  of  celluloid. 

The  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  is  hereby 
sustained. 


(13303— G.  A.  1683.) 
Ether  acetic  not  a  fruit  ether. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  19, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  26334  a-10832.  of  Messrs.  Merck  Sc  Ck>..  afi^iMnst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  (diars^eable  on  certain  ether 
acetic,  imported  per  Marscda^  February  19. 1892. 

Opinion  by  Luirr,  OenertU  Appraiser. 

We  find  : 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Merck  &  Co.  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York» 
February  19,  1892,  certain  ether  acetic,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed 
at  the  rate  of  ?2.50  per  pound  as  a  fruit  ether,  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  25,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  ether  acetic  is  produced  from  ethyl  (ordinary)  alcohol  and 
acetic  acid,  and  is  not  known  as,  and  is  not,  a  fruit  ether  nor  a  sul- 
phuric ether. 

The  importers  claim  that  said  merchandise  should  have  been  assessed 
for  duty  at  $1  per  pound  under  the  last  provision  of  paragraph  25,  K. 
T.,  as  an  ether  not  otherwise  provided  for. 

We  have  made  careful  investigation  in  this  case,  and  our  conclusions 
of  fact  are  fully  sustained  by  domestic  manufacturers  of  ether  acetic,  as 
well  as  by  merchants  dealing  in  fruit  ethers.  Ether  acetic  is  one  of  the 
materials  used  in  the  production  of  fruit  ethers,  but  of  itself  is  not  a 
fruit  ether. 

The  protest  is  sustained. 
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(13304— G.  A.  16840 
Traveling  inJcstands  of  glass,  leathery  and  metal. 
Before  the  XJ.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  19,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14683fr-9678,  of  J.  B.  Lippinoott  A  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  ool- 
lector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cer- 
tain irayeling  inkstands,  imported  per  Britannic^  July  13, 1801. 

Opinion  by  Wiijciksok,  Oeneral  AppraUer, 

The  goods  are  traveling  inkstands,  about  2  inches  in  diameter  and 
Dearly  2  inches  high.  A  glass  ink  receptacle  is  set  in  an  inner  brass 
compartment,  which  is  thrown  upward  by  a  spring  when  needed  for 
use.  A  brass  cover  with  rubber  stopper,  supported  by  a  spring,  rests 
upon  a  glass  neck.  The  whole  is  inclosed  in  an  outer  brass  case,  which 
has  a  hinged  cover  and  convenient  catches,  pins,  and  springs.  The 
last  case  is  covered  with  thin  leather. 

Appellants  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  as 
amanufacture  of  which  leather  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value^ 

We  find  that  metal  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  and 
affirm  the  assessment  of  duty  at  45  per  cent,  under  paragraph  215,  K.  T. 


(13305— G.  A.  1685.) 

Paintings  on  wood  panels. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  19, 1892. 

In  the  matter'of  the  protests,  27796  a-9902,  of  Morris^  European  and  American  Express  Company 
(Limited),  aicainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and 
amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called  "  Oil  Paintings,^*  imported  per  Etruria^  Feb- 
ruary 27, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Somervillb,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  wooden  panels 
designed  for  the  front  of  a  cabinet,  upon  which  are  painted  figures 
representing  "Bacchus  and  Ariadne,"  and  '*  Cupid  and  Psyche,''  with 
festoons  of  flowers  and  fruit.  These  wooden  panels  form  part  of  a  piece 
of  furniture,  and  were  sent  to  London  to  be  painted,  where  the  artistic 
work  was  done. 

The  articles  were  classified  under  paragraph  230  of  the  new  tariff 
act,  which  reads  as  follows:  ''230.  House  or  cabinet  furniture,  of 
wood,  wholly  or  partly  finished,  manufactures  of  wood,  or  of  which 
wood  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  not  specially  provided 
for  in  this  act,  thirty-five  x)er  centum  ad  valorem.'' 


-ir- 
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The  mercbandlse  is  ^claimed  to  be  datiable  at  15  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem, as  **  paintings,  in  oil  or  water  colors.  *  *  *  not  otherwise 
provided  for,''  under  paragraph  465  of  the  new  tariff  act. 

In  our  judgment,  the  articles  are  more  specifically  provided  for  un- 
der paragraph  230,  according  to  the  provisions  of  which  they  were  as- 
sessed by  the  collector. 

His  decision  is  accordingly  affirmed. 


(13306— G.  A.  1686.) 

Ornaments  and  huttjons  claimed  to  be  glass  beads. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  20,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  150L2&,  15013  b,  and  150U6,  of  The  Royal  Trimming  Co.,  against  the 
deoision  of  tlie  ooUector  of  oustoms  at  Chicago,  Ul.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charge- 
able on  certain  gimps  and  so-called  l>eads,  imported  per  Saale^  March  21, 1892,  AUer^  March  39, 
1892,  Elruria,  April  4.  1892. 

Opinion  by  SHAaBErra,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  That  the  goods  covered  by  protests  15012  &  and  15013  b  are  manu- 
factures of  which  metal  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

(2)  The  merchandise  assessed  with  duty  at  60  per  cent  under  108, 
N.  T.,  and  referred  to  in  protest  15016,  consists  of  flat-  pieces  of  glass, 
colored  black,  about  one- fourth  of  an  inch  square. 

The  articles  referred  to  in  finding  (2j  all  have  beveled  edges,  but  vary 
in  style,  some  being  perfectly  plain,  while  others  have  a  central  &oeted 
knob  on  the  upper  part  thereof.  Covering  almost  the  entire  under 
surface  of  these  pieces  of  glass  there  are  glued,  or  otherwise  attached, 
fluted  metal  disks,  the  tubes  formed  by  the  fluted  metal  serving  the 
same  purpose  as  shanks  for  buttons. 

The  appellants  claimed  that  these  pieces  of  glass  are  beads  unthreaded 
and  unstrung  and  dutiable  at  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  445,  N.  T. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  board  this  contention  is  not  well  founded. 

We  make  a  further  finding  of  facts  that  these  articles  are  not  com- 
mercially known  ad,  and  are  not,  glass  beads,  but  they  are  glafis  and 
metal  ornaments  or  buttons,  of  which  materials  glass  is  the  greater  in 
value. 

We  sustain  the  protests  as  to  the  merchandise  covered  by  our  first 
finding  of  facts  and  hold  that  it  is  dutiable  at  45  per  cent  under  215, 
N.  T.  We  affirm  the  collector's  decision  as  to  the  remainder  of  the 
goods. 
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(13307— G.  A.  1687.) 
Hair  and  bonnet  pins,  commercially  known  asjewelery,  not  dutiable  as  jewelry. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  Augnst  20, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  2098Ock9643,  of  Bacharach  A  Freedmao,  against  the  deolaion  of  the 
ooUector  of  custoDis  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amoant  of  duties  chai^geable  od  oertafn 
hairpins,  imported  per  ThingvaUa^  February  24, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shahrbtts,  Oeneral  Appraiaer, 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  That  the  articles  described  in  the  invoice  as  small  pins,  No.  941^ 
are  metallic  pins  with  enameled  metal  heads,  made  in  different  shapes, 
and  are  commercially  known  as  bonnet  pins. 

(2)  The  articles  invoiced  as  hairpins,  Nos.  905  and  892,  are  hairpinn 
composed  of  sterling  silver  gilded.  These  articles  have  prongs  about 
3  inches  long,  and  crowns  or  top  pieces  2  inches  long,  composed  of  fila- 
gree metal  work  inclosing  enameled  glass. 

(3)  All  of  the  merchandise  is  made  of  precious  metal,  or  imitation 
thereof,  and  is  commercially  known  as  jewelry. 

Doty  was  assessed  ux)on  the  goods  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  452,  N.  T.  The  appellants  claim  that  they  are  dutiable  at 
^30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  206,  N.  T. 

lu  onr  opinion,  hairpins  and  bonnet  pins,  including  such  articles  of 
jewelry,  are  more  specifically  provided  for  in  paragraph  206  than  in 
paragraph  452.     We  accordingly  sustain  the  protest. 


(13308— G.  A.  1688.) 

Onyx  (Hocks;  clock  movements;  painted  silk  screens ;  hand-painted  enamels 

sUk  lace  fans,  and  shell  opera  glasses. 

Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  23,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  14286b,  143106, 144776,  and  14640  b,  of  Bailey,  Banks  &  Biddle,  against 
the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties 
chargeable  on  certain  so-called  "clocks  and  fans,'*  imported  per  La  Abrmandie,  September  4, 
1891,  La  Touraine,  October  8, 1891,  Oatcogne,  October  30,  1891,  Bretagne,  September  19,  1801. 

Opinion  by  Somrbville,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  the  merchandise  covered  by  the  several  protests  to  be  of  the 
description  stated  in  the  several  reports  of  the  local  appraiser. 

Of  these  goods  there  are  many  articles,  including  clocks,  fans,  and 
other  merchandise  specified  in  the  collector's  report,  which  are  claimed 
to  be  dutiable  under  the  tariff  act  of  March  3, 1883,  although  imported 
und^  the  new  tariflf  act  of  1890.  on  the  ground  that  these  articles  were 
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more  particularly  enamerated  in  the  former  act,  and  that  its  provi- 
sions were,' therefore,  unrepealed  by  the  new  law  so  far  as  they  relate 
to  the  merchandise  in  question. 

We  overrule  these  protests  for  the  reasons  stated  in  our  decisions 
G.  A.  1343  and  G.  A.  420,  and  affirmed  in  46  Federal  Eeporter,  552. 

We  tind  the  so-called  onyx  clocks  to  be  composed  of  metal  and  mar- 
ble, the  marble  (sometimes  called  onyx)  being  chief  value.  We  over- 
rule the  protest*,  which  claims  that  the  articles  are  dutiable,  under  para- 
graph 215,  New  Tariff,  as  manufactures  of  metal,  and  affirm  the  classi- 
fication made  under  paragraph  125.  Batterson  vs.  Magone,  48  Fed. 
Eep.  289,  and  G.  A.  1240. 

We  find  the  so-called  hand  painted  enamels  to  be  small  articles 
painted  by  hand  on  metal  and  enameled,  and  (as  stated  by  the  local 
appraiser)  they  are  intended  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  jewelry, 
such  as  brooches,  pins,  etc.,  and  are  not  commercially  known  or  rec- 
ognized as  paintings. 

We  hold  that  these  articles  were  properly  classified  for  duty  under 
paragraph  215,  New  Tariff  (G.  A.  825). 

We  find  further  that  the  clocks  and  clock  movements  covered  by 
the  protest  in  case  14286  B  are  made  respectively  of  marble  and  metal, 
marble  being  the  chief  value.  But  being  separately  imported,  packed, 
and  invoiced,  they  cease  to  be  entireties,  and  are  dutiable  accordingly 
as  distinct  and  separate  manufactures.  The  contention  that  the  clock 
movements  are  liable  to  duty  as  manufactures  of  metal  under  para- 
graph 215  is,  in  our  opinion,  well  taken,  and  the  protest  is  sustained. 

We  find  also  that  the  water-color  paintings  on  silk,  described  in 
case  14477  B,  are  silk  screens  valued  at  from  15  to  25  francs  each,  in 
which  silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value.  They  are  claimed 
to  be  dutiable  as  paintings,  under  paragraph  465,  and  were  assessed  as 
manufactures  of  silk  under  paragraph  414,  which  classification  we  hold 
to  be  correct. 

The  lace  fans  described  in  case  14540  B  should  have  been  classified 
and  assessed  under  paragraph  414  as  manufactures  of  silk,  inasmuch 
as  silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  (G.  A.  1055). 

As  to  these  articles,  however,  the  protest  makes  no  such  claim,  and 
is  overruled. 

As  we  find  shell  to  be  the  component  material  of  chief  value  in  the 
opera  glasses  made  of  shell  and  metal  (and  described  in  case  14540  B). 
the  protest  claiming  these  articles  to  be  dutiable  under  paragraph  462, 
N.  T.,  is  sustained,  and  the  collector's  decision  as  to  them  reversed. 

As  to  all  the  other  articles,  we  hold  that  the  decision  of  the  collector 
in  each  case  was  correct,  and  it  is  affirmed. 
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(13309— G.  A.  1689.) 
Beads,  in  the  shape  of  stars,  crescents  and  pendant^. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  Angust  23,  1892. 

Ib  the  matter  of  ibe  protesta,  21183-5  a,  32619.  24079, 24061,  of  Julius  Lowenthal  A  Co.  and  Steiner. 
Kabn  it  Co.  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and 
amoont  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  star  and  crescent-shaped  beads,  imported  per  Eider, 
JvM  10, 1891;  Burgogne,  March  18,  1891;  Ftdda,  March  24, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabrettb,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  articles  covered  by  this  protest  are  made  of  glass,  colored  black. 
These  articles  are  in  the  shape  of  stars,  crescents  and  pendants,  and 
are  pierced  with  one  or  more  holes,  by  means  of  which  they  can  be 
threaded  or  strung. 

Doty  was  assessed  iix>on  the  goods  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  108,  N.  T.,  as  ornaments  composed  of  glass.  The  appel- 
lants claim  that  they  are  dutiable  at  10  x>er  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  445,  as  glass  beads  unthreaded  and  unstrung. 

The  Board  had  before  them  importers  of,  and  dealers  in,  similar 
articles,  and  from  the  testimony  of  these  witnesses,  we  find  as  facts : 

(1)  The  goods  are  of  the  kind  generally  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
beaded  trimmings : 

(2)  They  are  commercially  known  as  beads : 

(3  They  are  made  of  glass,  and  are  unthreaded  or  unstrung. 

These  facts  justify  the  appellants'  claim,  and  we  sustain  the  protest. 


(13310— G.  A.  1690.) 
Elastic  goods,  cords,  etc. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  23,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest.  10966  a-1258,  of  Messrs.  A.J.Hague  Sl  Go.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
maniifactures  in  part  of  India  rubber,  imported  per  Wyoming,  November  5, 1800. 

Opinion  by  Sharbbtts,  OenercU  Appradeer. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  covered  by  protest,  and  upon  which  duty 
^38  assessed  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  by  the  collector,  is  a  manufac- 
ture of  silk,  or  of  which  silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

(2)  The  goods  described  in  the  invoice  as  ^4ustre  cords,''  upon  which. 
<iaty  was  assessed  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  are  commercially  known 
as  cotton  elastic  cords  and  braids,  and  are  composed  of  cotton  and 
India  rubber,  of  which  materials  India  rubber  is  the  greater  in  value. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision  as  to  the 
goods  covered  by  our  first  finding  of  fact. 
68 
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Concerning  the  cotton  elastic  cords  and  braids,  we  ar^  of  the  opinion 
that  the  claim  of  the  appellants  is  well  founded.  Paragraph  354  of  the 
present  act  contains  three  separate  provisions,  to  wit:  (1)  That  a  duty 
of  35  cents  per  pound  shall  be  levied  on  imported  cords,  braids,  boot, 
shoe  and  corset  lacings,  composed  of  cotton,  or  of  which  cotton  is  the  com- 
ponent material  of  chief  value,  (2)  That  articles  commercially  known 
as  cotton  gimps,  galloons,  webbing,  goring,  suspenders,  and  braces, 
whether  elastic  or  nonelastic,  shall  be  assessed  for  duty  at  40  per  cent 
ad  valorem.  (3)  That  none  of  the  articles  mentioned  shall  pay  lej^** 
than  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty.  The  articles  in  question  contain 
India  rubber  as  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  and  are  com- 
mercially known  as  cotton  elastic  cords  and  braids,  in  contradistiue 
tion  to  cotton  cords  and  braids  of  commerce ;  hence  they  can  not  be 
classified  under  the  first  section  of  paragraph  354,  and  cords  and 
braids  not  being  included  in  the  list  of  elastic  or  nonelastic  goods,  enu- 
merated in  the  second  section  of  the  paragraph,  it  follows  that  the 
articles  in  question  are  not  provided  for  in  paragraph  354,  and  are  not 
subject  to  the  concluding  provision  which  applies  only  to  articles  that 
are  enumerated  and  provided  for  therein. 

The  Board  having  found  that  the  goods  under  consideration  are  man- 
ufactures of  which  India  rubber  is  the  component  material  of  chief 
value,  we  hold  they  are  more  specifically  provided  for  in  pai'agraph 
460  than  elsewhere  in  the  present  act.  We  overrule  the  collector  i> 
.  decision  and  sustain  the  protest  as  to  the  goods  referred  to  in  our 
second  finding  of  fact. 


(13311— G.  A.  1691.) 

Cotton  elastic  webbing. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  23, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  18668-61  and  20688  a,  of  C.  M.  Vom  Baur  and  others,  agaiDSt  the  de- 
cision of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chance- 
able  on  certain  cotton  elastic  webbing:  and  India-rubber  fabrics,  imported  perthe  vessels  named 
and  on  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  OenerdL  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  matters  of  fact : 

(1)  That  the  goods  covered  by  protests  18659-61  contain  silk  as  the 
component  material  of  chief  value. 

(2)  The  merchandise  covered  by  protest  18658  a,  and  upon  which  duty 
was  assessed  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  is  commercially  known  as  cot- 
ton elastic  webbing.  The  India-rubber  threads  which  enter  into  the 
fabrication  of  this  webbing,  and  which  make  the  material  elastic,  is  the 
component  material  thereof  of  chief  value. 
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The  appellants  claim  that  the  first  class  of  goods  is  not  dutiable  as 
assessed  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  412,  N.  T.,  and  that  the  cot- 
ton elastic  webbing  id  dutiable  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 460,  as  a  manufacture  of  India  rubber,  or  of  which  India  rubber 
is  the  component  material  of  chief  value.  Concerning  the  last-men- 
tioned goods,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  India-rubber  is  the  compo- 
nent material  of  chief  value  thereof,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  they 
were  properly  classified  and  assessed  with  duty  by  the  collector. 

Cotton  elastic  webs,  or  webbing,  is  a  commercial  terra  applied  indis- 
criminately to  merchandise  woven  in  a  particular  manner  and  having 
India  rubber  or  cotton  as  a  component  material  of  chief  value.  Con- 
gress has  adopted  the  trade  name  for  these  goods  and  specifically  pro- 
Tided  for  them  by  that  name  in  paragraph  354,  N.  T. 

We  hold  these  goods  are  excluded  from  classification  under  para- 
graph 460,  K.  T.,  which  paragraph  provides  only  for  manufactures  of 
which  India  rubber  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  not  else- 
where especially  enumerated  or  provided  for  in  the  act. 

We  afi&rm  the  collector's  decision  and  overrule  all  the  protests  con- 
sidered herein. 


(13312— G.  A.  1692.) 

BiUtonhole  badges. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  23,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  29691  a-40239,  of  Messrs.  R.  F.  Downing  &  Co.,  agrainfit  the  decision  of 
the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargekble  on  certain 
bnttonhole  badges,  imported  per  California,  October  16,  and  Havel,  August  22,  1891. 

'   Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  the  merchandise  consists  of  China 
buttonhole  badges,  having  painted  thereon  the  insignia  of  a  society  or 
organization. 

The  question  at  issue  is,  are  these  articles  dutiable  at  15  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  465,  N.  T.,  as  claimed  by  the  appellants,  or 
were  they  properly  classified  and  assessed  with  duty  by  the  cx)llector 
at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  100,  N.  T.,  as  chinaware 
painted.  The  goods  in  question,  if  not  in  fact  china  charms  or  orna- 
ments, which  are  denominatively  provided  for  in  paragraph  100,  would 
^m  to  be  included  in  this  class  of  goods.  They  would  not  popularly 
nor  by  commercial  men  be  classed  among  paintings  and  statuary. 

We  hold  that  duty  was  properly  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  in 
question,  and  accordingly  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's 
decision  relative  thereto. 
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duction  of  a  statuary  or  sculptor  only.^^  This  condition  requires,  in 
our  judgment,  the  personal,  manual  work  of  the  artist,  or  his  present, 
personal  supervision  and  direction  in  the  production  of  the  same.  As 
it  is  not  the  general  custom  of  sculptors  or  artists  to  do  this,  especially 
in  the  production  of  so-called  commercial  bronzes  executed  after  their 
models  and  claimed  as  their  professional  productions,  there  appears  to 
be  a  clear,  favorable,  and  liberal  discrimination  in  the  tariff  and  in  the 
Treasury  Regulations  in  favor  of  the  American  artist  ih  the  conditions 
requisite  to  be  shown,  in  order  to  establish  the  status  of  statuary  as  his 
production  within  the  intent  of  the  act. 

We  are  therefore  of  the  opinion  that  works  of  art  produced  by  an 
American  artist  while  temporarily  residing  abroad  in  the  manner  as 
found  in  this  case,  are  entitled  to  admission  free  of  duty  when  proof 
satisfactory  to  the  collector  is  produced  as  provided  in  article  352  of 
the  Treasury  Eegulations. 

The  protest  is  sustained. 


(13315— G.  A.  1695.) 

Alum-tanned  sheepskins. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  ISew  York,  August  24,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  27223  a-49274,  of  L.  P.  Robertson  &  Sons,  against  the  decision  of  tbe 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
skins,  imported  per  Victoria^  September  21,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinsgk,  Oetieral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  sheepskins,  smooth  on  the  grain  side,  which  have  been 
tanned  by  treatment  with  salt  and  alum.  The  merchandise,  returned 
by  the  appraiser  as  '^ skins,  dressed  and  finished,"  was  assessed  for 
duty  at  20  per  cent,  under  paragraph  456,  N.  T.,  and  is  claimed  to  be 
dutiable  at  10  per  cent. 

From  the  evidence  at  the  hearing  of  the  case  we  find  that  the  skins 
are  not  dressed  and  finished,  and  that  they  require  much  further  treat- 
ment  before  they  can  be  handled  by  any  one  except  a  finisher. 

We  hold  that  they  are  dutiable  as  leather  not  specially  provided  for 
at  10  per  cent,  under  paragraph  455,  N.  T. 


(13316— G.  A.  1696.) 
Side  amis — Pistols, 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  24,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15028  b-Wi6,  of  P.  Keller,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  ciis- 
toms  at  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  pistols, 
etc.,  imported  per  Ohio,  October  27,  1891. 

,  Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Oeneral  Appraiser, 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  consists  of  an  assortment  of  decorated 
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chinaware,  metal  candlesticks,  clocks,  pistols,  and  other  articles.  The 
appellant  claims  free  entry  of  these  goods  as  a  collection  of  antiquities 
produced  prior  to  the  year  1700.  He  makes  a  further  claim  in  his 
protest  that  the  pistols  (single-barrel  flint  locks),  not  revolving,  are 
dutiable  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  166,  N.  T.,  sb 
side  arms. 

There  is  no  evidence  before  the  Board  tending  to  show,  nor  did  the 
appellant  on  entry  subscribe  to  the  usual  oath,  that  the  merchandise 
was  produced  prior  to  the  year  1700.  We  therefore  overrule  the  claim 
in  the  protest  that  the  merchandise  is  entitled  to  free  entry. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Board  muzzle-loading  flint-lock  pistols  of  the 
kind  in  question  are  side  arms,  and  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  166,  N.  T.,  as  claimed  by  the  appellant. 

To  this  extent  the  protect  is  sustained. 


(13317— G.  A.  1697.) 
Tinfoil — FoU  not  dutiable  as. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  24,  1892. 

la  the  matter  of  the  protest.  14705  6-7274,  of  Osthetmer  Brothers,  aninst  the  deoision  of  the  ool- 
Icetor  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
foil,  imported  per  Indiana,  January  11, 1892. 

Opinion  by  WiuciMSOir,  General  Appraieer, 

The  merchandise  is  foil,  one  side  of  a  bright  copper  color,  and  the 
other  coated  with  a  blue  lacquer.  It  was  classified  as  tin  foil,  and  as- 
sessed for  duty  at  55  per  cent,  under  paragraph  143,  and  is  claimed  to 
be  dutiable  at  45  per  cent,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  does  not  contain  tin  or  lead,  and  that 
it  is  a  manufacture  of  an  alloy  of  which  copper  is  the  component  ma- 
terial of  chief  value. 

The  protest  is  sustained. 


(13318— G.  A.  1698.) 
Printed  matter — Soap  wrappers. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  24,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14606^-35,  of  W.  H.  Allison,  asainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
<:tatoins  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chai^^eable  on  certain  printed 
•0^  wrappers,  imported  per  railroad,  April  9, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkiitson,  Qeneral  Appraieer. 

The  goods  are  labeled  wrappers  for  soap.  Bach  wrapper  is  a  piece 
of  paper  about  8  by  12  inches  in  size,  upon  which  the  virtues  of  Bailey's 
*?oapand  directions  for  its  use  are  set  forth  in  print.     The  paper  has 
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been  rendered  transparent  and  inadhesive  by  treatment  with  mineral 
wax  or  some  similar  preparation. 

We  find  that  the  wrappers  are  not  commercially  known  as  surface- 
coated  papers,  or  manufactures  thereof;  that  they  are  not  produced  in 
whole  or  in  part  by  lithographic  process,  and  that  they  are  printed 
matter. 

We  accordingly  overrule  the  assessment  of  duty  at  35  per  cent,  and 
sustain  the  claim  of  the  importer  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at 
25  per  cent,  under  paragraph  423,  N.  T. 

(13319— G.  A.  1699.). 
Wood^  manufactures  of — Organs  for  ^^  carousals.''^ 
Befora  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  25,  1892. 

In  the  mfitter  of  the  protest,  142076,  of  G.  A.  Rentzel,  et  oj.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  organs  im- 
ported per  vessels  and  at  dates  named  in  schedules  annexed. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinsok,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  organs  for  *^  carousals,"  or  merry-go-rounds.  They 
are  without  motive  power,  which  is  supplied  when  the  instruments  are 
erected. 

We  find  upon  a  careful  examination  of  a  representative  sample  that 
the  case,  pipes,  and  movement  are  composed  entirely  of  wood,  with  the 
exception  of  the  metal  screws,  pins,  and  clasps  which  hold  the  parts 
together.  The  bellows  is  composed  of  wood  and  leather.  The  instru- 
ment contains  a  wooden  cylinder  with  metal  axles,  and  with  the  usual 
metal  points  upon  its  surface,  to  give  effect  to  the  musical  notes. 

In  quantity  the  proportion  of  metal  in  the  organ  is  insignificant,  and 
we  are  of  the  opinion  that  in  value  as  well  as  in  quantity  wood  is  largely 
predominant. 

We  therefore  overrule  the  assessment  of  duty  at  45  per  cent  under 
paragraph  215,  and  sustain  the  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable 
at  35  per  cent  under  paragraph  230,  N.  T. 


(13320— G.  A.  1700.) 
Glass-beaded  silk  and  cotton  trimmings, 

■ 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  25, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  21303-^  a,  57M2,  342,  42204,  of  Bloom ingdale  Bros.,  against  the  de- 
cision of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chatigeable 
on  certain  bead  trimmings,  Imported  perQtUert,  September  16, 1891 ;  Fuerti  Bitmarek^  November 
ao,  1891 ;  Bhaetia,  July  7,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Oeneral  Appraieer. 

In  all  of  these  protests  the  appellants  protest  against  the  assessment 
of  duty  by  the  collector  at  the  rate  of  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  cert-ain 
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beaded  trimmings,  and  claim  that  they  are  dutiable  at  50  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  414,  N.  T.,  as  manufactures  of  which  silk  is 
the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

In  protest  21395-a  there  is  a  further  claim  that  metallic  pins,  Said 
to  be  contained  therein,  are  dutiable  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  206,  N.  T. 

We  find  as  facts,  on  the  face  of  the  papers,  from  common  knowledge 
and  the  evidence  taken  in  this  and  similar  cases,  that  the  goods  covered 
by  these  protests  are : 

(1)  Beaded  trimmings  made  of  silk,  glass  beads,  and  cotton,  silk 
being  the  component  material  of  chief  value,     (2)  Silk  gloves. 

And  we  further  find  that  there  are  no  metallic  pins  contained  in  case 
[B.  B.]  6851,  in  entry  103857,  N.  Y.  ex  Rkaetia,  July  6,  1891,  which 
is  referred  to  in  the  claim  in  protest  21395-a. 

We  would  further  state,  for  the  information  of  appraisers  in  deter- 
mining the  relative  value  of  the  component  material  of  glass-beaded 
silk  and  cotton  trimmings  that  the  testimony  taken  by  us  is  to  the 
effect  that  10-0  and  12-0,  three-cut  black  beads,  such  as  enter  into  the 
composition  of  these  goods,  are  valued  at  from  li  to  II  cents  per 
thousand;  that  these  beaded  trimmings  (valued  at  from  6Q  cents  to 
$1'  a  meter)  contain  from  5,000  to  8,000  beads  to  the  meter,  making 
the  value  of  the  glass  beads  per  meter  from  6 i  to  14  cents. 

We  therefore  hold  that  so  much  of  the  protests  as  refers  to  metallic 
pins  is  overruled ;  that  the  silk  gloves,  covered  by  our  second  finding 
of  facts,  were  correctly  assessed  for  duty  by  the  collector,  and  that  said 
assessment  is  sustained ;  and  that  as  to  the  remaining  goods  covered 
by  the  protests,  namely,  glass-beaded  trimmings  assessed  for  duty  at 
60  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  the  claim  of  the  appellants  is  sustained. 


(13321— G.  A.  1701.) 
Umbrella  sticks. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26, 1892. 

« 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  20962  a^-60902,  of  A.  Lyon  &  Co.,  aipaiiiiit  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  cnstoins  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  umbrella 
sticks,  imported  per  Tauric,  November  28, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  consists  of  umbrella  and  parasol  sticks.  They  were 
erroneously  assessed  for  duty  as  carved  sticks  at  50  per  cent,  under 
paragraph  471,  N.  T.,  and  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  according  to  com- 
ponent material  of  chief  value. 
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Samples  of  the  merchandise  are  as  follows :  The  stick  itself  is  plain 
reed  of  comparatively  little  value.  None  of  the  sticks  or  handles  are 
carved.  Some  of  the  handles  are  covered  with  lizard  skin  and  st-erling 
silvtf  mountings,  and  are  dutiable  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T. ;  some 
with  lizard  or  other  reptile  skins,  or  imitations  thereof,  and  brass 
mountings,  have  leather  as.  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 
The  sticks  with  ivory  or  bone  handles'  are  dutiable  at  the  rates  appli- 
cable to  those  materials.     Eeference  is  made  to  G.  A.  809. 

Inasmuch,  however,  as  the  appellants  have  failed  to  name  either  the 
rates  or  the  provisions  of  the  tariff  under  which  the  goods  are  claimed 
to  be  dutiable,  we  hold  that  the  protest  is  not  sufficient  and  it  is  hereby 
overruled. 

(13322— G.  A.  1702.) 

Malacca  whipslocks. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22248  a-60712,  of  Foppes  &  Partiach.  against  the  deoislon  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  autiee  chargeable  on  oertahi  m*- 
lacca  whlpstocks,  imported  per  Scandia^  November  90,  1891. 

Opinion  by  WiuuirsoK,  Qtneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  whipstocks  about  5  feet  long,  tai)ering  from  the  butt 
to  the  point,  and  polished  and  varnished. 

They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  35  per  cent,  under  paragraph  230,  N. 
T.,  and  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  10  per  cent,  under  paragraph 
229,  as  reeds  manufactured  from  rattan. 

We  find  that  the  said  sticks  are  made  of  malacca,  and  are  not  reeds 
manufactured  from  rattan. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13323— G.  A.  1703.) 

German  music  books. 
Before  the  U.  S.  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  28129-32 a,  of  Breitkopf  &  Hartel,  against  the  decision  of  the  ooUeotor 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duti^  chargeable  on  certain  music 
books,  imported  per  Elbe,  December  11,  1891;  Erne,  December  23,  1891 ;  Fulda^  October  19,1S91; 
Eider,  November  5,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraiaer. 

The  goods  covered  by  the  protests  are  claimed  to  be  exempt  from 
duty,  under  paragraph  513,  N.  T.,  and  are  as  follows : 

Protest  23129  a. 

Item  number  458  is  a  volume  of  printed  music  containing  scales  and 
notes  otherwise  arranged  for  practice.  The  text  is  exclusively  German, 
but  the  words  are  comparatively  few,  and  are  merely  incidental  to  the 
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infifcrumental  music.  We  find  that  the  book  is  not  printed  in  language 
and  oveFTOle  the  protest,  affirming  the  assessment  of  duty  at  25  per 
cent 

The  remaining  item — the  first  line  of  the  second  page  of  the  invoice — 
is  a  volume  of  music  containing  a  song  in  quartet  parts  with  chorus  and 
orchestral  accompaniment.  The  words  are  exclusively  in  German, 
and  while  in  quantity  the  musical  notes  predominate,  we  find  that  the 
text  is  the  significant  feature  of  the  book.  The  prot/cst  is  sustained  as 
to  this  item.     Reference  is  made  to  G.  A.  623. 

Frotesl  23130  a. 

« 

Itetn  on  seventh  line  of  second  page  of  invoice  is  a  volume  of  organ 
music  containing  140  pages.  The  first  18  pages  of  the  book  contain  a 
preface  and  explanation  in  German.  The  text,  however,  is  a  minor  and 
incidental  feature,  and  we  find  that  the  book  is  not  printed  in  language. 
Item  ninth  line  from  bottom  of  third  page  is  similar  in  character  with 
a  preference  of  about  4  pages  in  German  to  about  70  pages  of  printed 
music.  The  assessment  of  duty  at  25  per  cent  upon  both  items  is 
hereby  affirmed. 

Item  sixth  line  from  bottom  of  last  page  of  invoice  is  a  cantata  of 
286  pages  bound.  There  are  words  for  solo  and  chorus  with  orchestral 
accompaniment.  The  text  is  exclusively  in  German,  and  the  protest 
is  sustained  accordingly. 

Protest  23131a. 

Item  fourth  line,  first  page,  is  a  book  of  instruction  in  music.  More 
than  one-half  of  the  volume  is  text  and  the  language  is  exclusively  Ger- 
man.   The  protest  is  sustained. 

Protest  23132  a. 

The  goods  are  instrumental-music  practice  books.  The  explanatory 
text  is  exclusively  in  German,  but  it  is  an  insignificant  feature  of  the 
volumes.  We  find  that  the  books  are  not  printed  in  language,  and  the 
protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 


(13324— G.  A.  1704.) 

Bronze  castings  for  churches. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26,  1892. 

In  th«  mfttier  of  the  proteat,  26872  a-8126,  of  Pitt  &.  Scott,  affainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
cutoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  bronzes, 
imported  per  La  Normandie,  February  27, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lvnt,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find : 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Pitt  &  Scott  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York 
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per  La  Normandie,  February  27,  1892,  oertain  articles  of  bronze  upon 
which  duty  was  assessed  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  manufactures  of 
.  bronze,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  articles  consisted  of  a  plain  bronze  cross,  8x5  feet  in 
its  dimensions,  and  two  bronze  tablets,  each  3  feet  high  and  1  foot  wide, 
with  a  conventional  design  at  the  top  and  raised  letters  upon  the  face 

thereof. 

(3)  That  said  articles  were  of  bronze,  cast  in  molds,  and  were  not 
statuary  nor  works  of  art,  nor  casts  thereof. 

(4)  That  the  same  were  specially  and  expressly  imported  in  good 
faith  for  the  St.  Francis  de  Sales  Industrial  School  and  chapel,  loqated 
at  Bddington,  Bucks  County,  Pa.,  presumably  an  incorporated  society 
established  for  educational  and  religious  purposes,  and  were  accepted 
by  the  trustees  thereof  and  permanently  set  in  or  affixed  to  the  walls  of 
the  chapel  edifice  of  said  school,  and  were  not  intended  for  sale. 

(5)  As  the  cross  now  appears  in  its  place  upon  the  chapel,  a  figure 
in  bronze  or  plaster  is  suspended  therefrom,  and  the  same  is  flanked 
by  the  tablets  aforesaid,  all  set  in  or  affixed  to  ornamental  stonework 
projecting  from  a  plain  brick  wall. 

The  importers  claim  free  entry  under  either  paragraphs  677  or  757, 
N.  T. 

We  hold  that  the  articles  above  described  are  not  the  casts  provided 
for  in  paragraph  677,  N.  T.,  they  are  not  copies  of  statuary,  they  are 
not  articles  designed  for  the  encouragement  of  the  fine  arts,  nor  adapted 
to  that  purpose,  but  are  plain  bronze  castings,  no  more  entitled  to  free 
entry  than  other  bronze  castings  which  may  enter  into  the  construction 
or  sober  decoration  of  an  ecclesiastical  edifice.  Not  being  works  of 
art,  the  provisions  of  paragraph  757,  N.  T.,  do  not  provide  for  these 
articles,  and  we  see  no  ground  upon  which  the  claims  of  the  protestants 
can  be  maintained. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  in  the  assessment  of  duty  is  sustained. 

(13325— G.  A.  1705.) 

Kuskus-root  fans. 

Before  the  U.  S.  Genei-al  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26,  1892. 

n  the  matter  of  the  protest,  123386-8821,  of  Oriental  Importing  Company,  againBt  the  deciaion  of 
the  collector  of  customs  at  Ohicaffo  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chai^eable  on  oertain 
kuskus-root  fans,  imported  per  Egyptian  Monarchy  November  23, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  AppraUer. 

The  goods  are  fans  and  mats  made  of  the  roots  of  a  swamp  grass 
known  as  the  "kuskus."     They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  35  "per  cent, 
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nnder  paragraph  230,  N.  T.,  and  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  30  per 
oent  as  manufactares  of  grass,  under  paragraph  460,  N.  T. 

The  protest  is  sustained. 

The  protest  on  constitutionality  is  overruled. 


(13326— G.  A.  1706.) 

Shotguns  with  two  sets  of  barrels. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  August  26,  1892. 

I 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14187  6,  of  M.  F.  Kennedy  &,  Brofl.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  breech- 
loading  shotgun  and  shotgun  barrels,  imported  per  Majeatie^  February  29, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  invoiced  as  one  breech-loading  shotgun,  complete, 
costing  about  £100,  with  an  extra  pair  of  barrels,  costing  about  £30,  the 
values  of  the  complete  gun  and  of  the  extra  pair  of  barrels  being  sep- 
arately stated  on  the  invoice.  Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  gun  at  $6 
and  35  per  cent,  under  paragraph  170,  N.  T.,  and  upon  the  extra  pair 
of  barrels  at  45  per  cent.,  under  paragraph  215. 

The  api)ellante  claim  that  the  two  sets  of  barrels  are  fitted  for  the 
one  stock,  that  the  extra  pair  is  a  part  of  the  gun,  and  that  the  whole 
is  dutiable  as  an  entirety  at  $6  and  35  per  cent. 

We  find  that  the  extra  pair  of  barrels  is  not  a  necessary  adjunct  to 
the  gun,  and  that  the  gun  is  complete  without  such  addition. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  tariff  provision  for  a  gun  is  not  in- 
tended to,  and  does  not,  cover  a  gun  and  a  half. 

Gun  barrels  not  being  specially  enumerated,  we  affirm  the  decision 
of  the  collector  in  assessing  duty  upon  the  extra  pair  at  45  per  cent. 


(13327— G.A.I  707.) 

Lithographic  prints — Booklets  for  printing. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  148606-2001,  of  Coates  Bros.,  asainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Boston,  Mass.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  boolc- 
lets,  imported  per  Navarroy  September  8, 1891. 

Opinion  by  WiLKxn^sON,  Oeneral  Appradser. 

Th^  merchandise  is  described  by  the  importer  and  the  appraiser  as 
a  booklet.  It  is  entitled  ^'Pictures  and  Text  for  Painting,"  has  thick 
paper  covers,  and  contains  twelve  leaves,  with  illustrated  texts.     The 
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pictures  and  the  texts  are  all  produced  by  a  lithographic  process  from 
stone  or  zinc.  The  articles  were  assessed  for  duty  [at  35  per  cent, 
under  paragmph  420,  and  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  25  per  cent, 
under  paragraph  423,  N.  T. 

Paragraph  420  provides  a  duty  of  36  per  cent  for  lithographic 
prints,  except  when  they  form  a  part  of  a  periodical  or  newspaper  or 
are  contained  in  a  printed  book. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  a  book  of  lithographic 
prints  bound,  and  not  lithographic  prints  contained  in  ?l  printed  book. 
We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  printed  books  referred  to  in  paragraph 
420  are  books  printed  from  type  or  stereotype  plates,  or  by  some  similar 
method. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed  accordingly. 


(13328— G.  A.  1708.) 
Framed  lithographic  prints. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14914  &*5700,  of  O.  G.  Hempstead  &  Son,  ag^ainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  r^«  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cer- 
tain lithog:raphic  prints,  imported  per  Qcandia,  October  27, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  a  lithographic  print  set  in  an  embossed  frame  of 
bronzed  paper.  It  was  assessed  for  duty  at  35  per  cent,  und^r  para- 
graph 420,  N.  T.,  and  is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  25  per  cent,  under 
paragraph  425,  N.  T. 

We  find  that  the  paper  frame  is  the  component  material  of  chief 
value  in  the  finished  article,  and  that  the  said  frame  is  a  manufacture 
of  paper  commercially  known  as  surface-coated  paper. 

The  assessment  of  duty  at  35  per  cent  is  affirmed. 


(13329— G.  A.  1709.) 
Shotgun  baiTels — Bough-bored. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15196  6,  of  Joseph  G.  Riea,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Boston  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  shotgun  bar- 
rels, imported  per  Samaria,  March  18. 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

^  The  goods  are  single  barrels  for  shotguns.  They  were  assessed  for 
duty  at  45  per  cent,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T.,  and  are  claimed  to 
be  exempt  from  duty,  under  paragraph  702. 

The  bore  is  smooth  and  bright,  but  experts  testify  that  the  boring 
machines  now  in  use  leave  the  surface  in  this  condition ;  that  the  bore 
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will  have  to  be  sabjected  to  ^veral  processes  before  it  is  finished,  and 
that  the  barrels  are  in  their  present  condition  known  as  ronghbored. 
The  outer  surface  of  rough-bored  barrels  is  usually  on  one  plane  from 
muzzle  to  breech.  In  the  present  case  a  cut  by  a  turning  lathe  has 
been  taken  off  the  barrel  near  the  breech.  This  work,  however,  is  not 
significant  in  cost  or  character. 

We  find  that  the  goods  in  question  are  '^shotgun  barrels  forged  and 
rough-bored.'' 

The  protest  is  sustained. 

_      ^  « 

(13330— G.  A.  1710.) 
Sample  books. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  26,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  15568  6  and  15754  6,  of  M.  H.  Pulaski  &  Co.,  against  tbe  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rat«  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  manufactures  of  paper  (sample  books),  imported  per  La  Bourgogne,  January  H,  and 
La  OoBcogne,  January  21,  1892,  and  La  Bretagrie,  January  28,  1892. 

Opinion  oy  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraiser.  / 

The  appellants  claim  that  certain  sample  books  which  were  assessed 
for  duty  were  imported  for  their  own  use,  have  no  commercial  value, 
were  not  intended  for  sale,  and  should  not  be  classified  as  merchandise. 

The  sample  books  in  question  are  made  of  stiff  paper  covers,  orna- 
meutedand  lettered,  containing  blank  paper  leaves  upon  which  em- 
broidery patterns  are  fastened. 

The  tariff  levies  duties  not  only  upon  goods  known  as  merchandise, 
but  upon  "^all  articles  imported  from  foreign  countries"  not  otherwise 
specially  provided  for.     (See  enacting  clause.) 

The  importer  should  have  expressed  his  dissatisfaction  with  the  ap- 
praiser's valuation  by  an  appeal  to  reappraisement. 

We  find  that  the  goods  are  articles  imported  from  foreign  countries  ; 
that  no  provision  of  the  tariff  exempts  them  from  duty,  and  that  duty 
was  correctly  assessed  upon  the  appraised  value  of  the  merchandise. 

The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 


(13331— G.  A.  1711.) 
Paintings  of  American  artist  residing  abroad. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisei-s  at  New  York,  August  27,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  26243  a,  of  J.  Bancel  La  Farge,  aflrainst  the  decision  of  the  eol- 
i^^r  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
paintings,  imported  per  CoattivUe,  June  12. 189  >. 

Opinion  by  Soubrvillb,  General  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  consists  of  paintings  on  canvas,  paper,  and  paste- 
board, some  of  them  being  in  oil  and  some  in  water  colors. 
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They  were  painted  by  one  John  La  Farge,  who  is  an  American  artist, 
the  work  being  executed  by  him  while  temporarily  residing  in  the 
South' Seas,  in  the  year  1890  to  1891. 

'  They  were  imported  for  his  own  use,  and  not  for  presentation  to  any 
person  or  corporation. 

We  find  as  matter  of  fact  that  these  paintings  are  all  works  of  art, 
the  production  of  an  American  artist  residing  temporarily  abroad. 
This  conclusion  is  sustained  by  satisfactory  evidence  intiXMiuced  before 
the  Board  on  the  hearing  of  the  cause. 

The  merchandise  is  claimed  to  be. free  of  duty,  under  paragraph  757 
of  the  new  tariff  act  of  1890. 

We  construe  that  paragraph  to  exempt  from  duty  all  works  of 
art  which  are  produced  by  American  artists  residing  temporarily 
abroad,  whatever  may  be  the  purpose  for  which  they  are  imported. 
It  is  only  the  *^  other  works  of  art"  therein  described  which  are  quali- 
fied by  the  phrase,  "tmporfeei/orpr^^ento^ion  to  anational  instit^tioo,'' 
etc. 

The  new  Customs  Regulations,  Art.  352  (1892),  had  not  been  pro- 
mulgated when  the  present  importation  was  made,  but  they  fully  bear 
out  the  construction  which  we  have  placed  on  said  paragraph  757. 

The  collector's  decision  is  reversed,  and  he  is  instructed  to  reliquidate  ^ 
the  entry  accordingly. 

(13332— G.  A.  1712.) 

(1)  Ivory  btUtons;  (2)  Errors  in  invoices. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  27, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  26332  a-10573,  of  Richard  Sutro,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  oi 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  ivory  buttons, 
imported  per  Ems,  March  2. 1802. 

Opinion  by  Somesvillk,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  the  merchandise  to  consist  of  ivory  buttons. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  articles  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  430  of  the  new  tariff  act  of  1890,  which  levies  that  rate  of 
duty  on  **  ivory,  vegetable  ivory,  bone,  or  horn  buttona" 

The  protest  claims,  in  substance,  that  the  buttons  should  all  have 
been  ^'invoiced"  at  one  line  less  in  measure  than  they  were  actually 
invoiced,  and  that  this  rendered  the  assessment  erroneous  and  illegal. 

Paragraph  429  of  said  tariff  act  provides  that  ^' pearl  and  shell  but- 
tons'' shall  be  assessed  at  2i  cents  **per  line  button  measure  of  one- 
fortieth  of  1  inch  per  gross,  and,  in  addition  thereto,  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem." 
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The  protest  is  untenable  on  two  or  more  grounds.  (1)  It  is  no  valid 
grouDd  of  objection  to  the  action  of  the  collector  that  the  goods  were 
erroneously  invoiced,  no  correction  in  the  invoice  being  requested  to 
be  made  at  the  time  of  the  assessment.  (2)  The  provision  cited  in  par- 
ag^raph  429  has  no  application  to  ivory  buttons,  but  only  to  those  made 
ofpearl  or  shell. 

Ihe  protest  is  overruled,  and  the  collector's  decision  affirmed. 


(13333— G.  A.  1713.) 

Sugar:  English  crystals. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  27, 1892. 

In  the  maUer  of  the  protest,  29997  a-l4207,  of  Bobert  Crooks  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
sugar,  imported  per  Taurie,  May  3,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinsok,  €^entral  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise,  assessed  for  duty  at  5  cents  a  pound,  under  para- 
graph 238,  K.  T.,  and  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  ^^  cents  a  pound,  under 
paragraph  237,  consists  of  saccharine  crystals  of  various  sizes,  the 
largest  measuring  about  i  inch  in  length,  i  inch  in  width,  and  -^  inch 
in  thickness. 

The  article  in  question  has  a  much  larger  grain  than  is  commonly 
found  in  sugar,  but  it  is  produced  by  the  ordinary  processes  of  sugar 
niakiDg,  namely,  concentrating  the  sirup,  graining  the  concentrated 
sirnp  in  a  vacuum  pan,  and  purging  the  nuisse-cuite  in  centrifugals. 
Although  large  grains  are  slow  in  dissolving,  the  certainty  that  sugar 
in  this  form  is  pure,  and  the  attractive  appearance  of  the  crystals, 
create  a  demand  for  the  article  both  for  table  use  and  for  manufactur- 
ing purposes. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise 

(.1)  Is  known  in  trade  as  English  crystals. 

(2)  Is  listed,  bought,  sold,  and  used  as  sugar. 

(3)  Is  not  known  as  sugar  candy  or  confectionery. 

(4)  Is  not  an  article  manufactured  from  sugar,  but  is  simply  pure 
sugar,  above  No.  16,  Dutch  standard. 

The  protest  is  sustained. 

^69 
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(13334— G.  A.  1714.) 
Glass  and  nietal  buttons. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  August  29, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest  19918a,  of  Calhoun,  Robbins  &  Co.,  agrainst  the  decision  of  the  col* 
lector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
manufactures  of  g^lass,  imported  per  Ems,  May  5,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Somervill.e,  General  Appraiaer, 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  buttons  ma<le 
in  part  of  glass  and  in  part  of  metal. 

Glass  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  in  the  articles. 

They  were  assessed  for  duty,  accordingly,  under  paragraph  108  of 
the  new  tariff  act,  which  levies  a  duty  of  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  all 
"  manufactures  of  glass,  or  of  which  glass  shall  be  the  component  mate- 
rial  of  chief  value  not  specially  provided  for''  in  said  tariff  act. 

They  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  215,  as  manufactures,  x)r  articles  made  in  part  of  metal. 

Buttons  of  the  kind  under  consideration  are  nowhere  specially 
provided  for  by  name  in  the  pi'esent  tariff  act.  (Compare  paragraphs 
428,  429,  and  398. ) 

Under  the  rule  laid  down  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  in 
Hartranft  v.  Meyer,  135  U.  S.  237,  and  Lieberroth  v,  Robertson,  144 
U.  S.  35,  the  assessment  was  properly  made  in  accordance  with  the 
rate  governing  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  this  value  to  be 
**  determined  by  the  ascertained  value  of  such  material  in  its  condition 
as  found  in  the  article,"  as  reqiaired  by  section  5  of  the  new  tariff  act. 
which  corresponds  to  section  2499  oif  .the  U.  S.  Revised  Statutes. 

The  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13335— G.  A.  1715.) 

Cold-rolled  copper  sheets. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  29, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest  23720  a-31t32,  of  J.  W.  Hampton,  jr.  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Nei^  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certMtn 
sheets  of  copper,  imported  per  WiBcowin^  November  19, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oetieral  Aj^^raiter. 

We  find  upon  expert  evidence  that  the  goods  are  simply  sheers  of 
copper  known  in  trade  as  cold  rolled  copper  sheets. 

The  sheets  are  about  i  of  an  inch  in  thickness,  and  may  be  intended 
for  engravers'  plates,  but  such  plates  are  merely  copper  sheets  of  the 
best  quality,  sheets  which  would  be  equally  suitable  for  other  purposes. 
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The  classification  of  the  merchandise  at  45  per  cent.,  under  paragraph 
215,  N.  T.,  is  overruled,  and  the  claim  that  it  is  dutiable  at  35  per  cent, 
under  paragraph  195,  N.  T.,is  hereby  sustained. 


(13336— G.  A.  1716.) 
Periodicals — Old  magazines. 

» 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  August  29, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest  23091  a-3Ul ,  of  C.  Scribner  &  Sons,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oertaiit  periodicals, 
imported  per  Bnrgogne^  January  12,  18i»2. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraif 

The  goods  are  single  copies  of  a  paper-covered  magazine  entitled 
"Art  and  Letters-''  The  numbers  ii^ question  are  for  months  in  1888 
and  1889  up  to  1890,  when  the  magazine  was  discontinued.  It  was 
published  monthly,  and  contained  current  literature  of  the  day. 

Paragraph  657,  X.  T.,  provides  free  admission  for  periodicals,  with 
the  limitation  that  the  term  periodicals  ''shall  embrace  only  unbound 
•r  paper-covered  publications  containing  current  literature  of  the  day. 
and  issued  regularly  at  stated  periods.'' 

The  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  term  **  current  literature  of  the 
%-'  applies  to  the  time  of  publication  and  not  to  that  of  importation. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  is  a  periodical  within  the  meaning  of 
paragraph  657,  and  sustain  the  claim  that  it  is  exempt  from  duty. 


(13337— G.  A.  1717.) 

^larUe^  manufacturei  of — Articles  of  rhodonite,  jasper,  jade,  porphyry, 

nephrite,  and  quatiz  not 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisei-s  at  New  York,  August  31, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28392  a^0670,  of  C.  L.  Tiffany  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  ornaments, 
M^,  umbrella  handles,  etc.,  imported  per  Scandia,  October  23, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Oeneral  Appraieer. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  : 

(1)  That  the  goods  assessed  with  duty  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as 
manufactures  of  marble,  are  ornaments,  seals,  ash  dishes,  umbrella 
handles,  paper- euttera,  and  other  completed  articles,  valued  at  prices 
varying  from  $4  to  $250  each,  and  composed  of  rhodonite,  jasper,  jade, 
porphyry,  nephrite,  and  aventurine  quartz,  respectively. 
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(2)  None  of  these  articles  are  mauu£a«tares  of  marble,  or  of  which 
marble  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  nor  are  they  manu- 
factures of  materials  which  are  similar  in  material,  quality,  or  the  use 
to  which  they  may  be  applied,  to  marble. 

r 

(3)  They  are  manufa<jtured  articles  not  enumerated  or  provided  for 
in  the  present  act. 

(4)  The  merchandise  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  manufactures  of 
metal  and  marble,  metal  chief  value,  and  assessed  with  duty  at  45  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  is  enumerated  and  provided  for  in  paragraph  215,  I^. 
T.,  as  a  manufactured  article  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of  metal. 

The  facts  in  this  case  lead  us  to  hold  that  the  articles  covered  by  our 
first  finding  are  dutiable,  as  claimed  by  the  appellant,  at  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  in  accordance  with  the  provision  of  section  4,  act  of  Octo- 
ber 1,  1890.  To  this  extent  the  protest  is  sustained.  We  overrule  the 
prot-est,  and  sustain  the  collector's  decision  as  to  the  merchandise  as- 
sessed with  duty  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 


(13338— G.  A.  1718.) 

Tin-framed  lithographic  prints. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  31, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest  24826a,  of  Adolph  Strauss  &.  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  lithographic 
pictures  framed,  imported  per  Suevia,  January  5, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Qvneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  small  lithographic  pictures 
mounted  in  tin  frames.  The  pictures  and  frames  were  invoiced  a^ 
entireties,  and  were  jointly  assessed  with  duty  at  55  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  143,  N.  T.,  as  manufactures  of  which  tin  is  the  com- 
ponent material  of  chief  value.  The  appellants  in  their  protest  say 
^^we  claim  the  prints  to  be  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  420,  N.  T.,  as  lithographic  prints  from  either  stone  or  zinc'* 
An  examination  of  the  samplas  of  the  goods  leads  us  to  find  as  facts : 

(1)  The  pictures  are  attached  to  the  frames  by  means  of  clamps 
forming  parts  of  the  frames.  These  pictures  can  readily  be  removed 
from  the  frames  and  othera  substituted  in  their  places. 

(2)  Pictures  and  frames  like  these  in  question  are  imported  separately 
and  are  well  known  articles  of  commerce. 

(3)  The  frames  are  made  of  tin. 

(4;  The  pictures  are  lithographic  prints  from  either  stone  or  zinc. 
(5)  The  value  of  the  frames  is  greater  than  that  of  the  pictures,  but 
was  not  sepai-ately  stat-ed  in  the  invoice. 
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The  findings  in  our  opinion  justify  tbe  claim  of  the  appellants  as  to 
the  lithographic  prints.  Importers  cannot  evade  the  just  payment  of 
duties  by  invoicing  different  kinds  of  merchandise  in  a  lump  sum,  nor 
Hhoold  unjust  duties  be  exacted  from  them  by  reason  of  the  specifica- 
tions in  invoices  over  which  they  probably  have  no  control. 

The  Treasury  Department^  in  numerous  decisions  extending  over  a 
period  of  more  than  20  years,  has  ruled  that  pictures  and  frames  whether 
invoiced  separately  or  jointly  are  subject  to  the  rates  of  duty  applicable 
to  the  several  articles.  In  Synopsis  8006,  January  '25,  1887,  we  find 
the  following  language :  "The  fact  that  frames  are  not  separately  speci- 
fied on  the  invoice  does  not  affect  their  classification,  but  in  such  cases 
their  valae  should  be  separated  by  the  appraiser,  and  duty  levied 
thereon  according  to  the  materials  of  which  they  may  be  composed." 

The  Board  has  rendered  numerous  decisions  of  similar  import  cover- 
ing other  kinds  of  merchandise. 

In  G.  A.  1066  the  merchandise  was  dress  patterns,  the  part  intended 
to  make  the  skirt  being  plain,  and  the  remainder  embroidered  with 
silk.  The  Board  there  held  that  the  appraisement  should  have  been 
separately  made,  and  on  appeal  to  the  United  States  circuit  court  in 
New  York  in  February,  1892,  Judge  Lacombe  affirmed  that  decision. 

In  the  present  cas^  we  sustain  the  protest  as  to  the  lithographic 
prints  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision  as  to  the  tin  frames.  This 
decision  is  perfectly  reconcilable  with  G.  A.  963,  covering  certain 
paintings  and  frames  for  presentation  to  a  religious  institution  which 
were  claimed  to  be  entitled  to  free  entry. 


(13339— G.  A.  1719.) 

Alloiccnce  for  weight  of  sea  water  absorbed  during  voyage  of  importation. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  31, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  124646-555,  of  Glaas  Vocke  Sc  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  as  to  the  rnte  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  weight  of  mer- 
chandise, imported  per  Scheidam^  November  11^1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilki:9Son,  Oeneral  Appraiter. 

Appellants  protest  against  the  assessment  of  duty  upon  the  excess  of 
weight  of  certain  burlaps  wet  by  sea  water. 

The  collector  reports  that  the  merchandise  '*bad  absorbed  a  consid- 
erable quantity  of  sea  water  during  the  voyage,  and  in  point  of  fact 
relief  should  have  been  granted  and  would  have  been  granted  had" 
the  importers  made  due  application,  under  article  602,  Treasury  Regu- 
lations,  within  ten  days  after  the  landing  of  the  goods. 
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« 

Section  14,  act  June  10,  1890,  prescribes  the  coui^se  to  be  followed  by 
the  importer  should  he  be  dissatisfied  as  to  the  amount  of  duty  assessed. 
Haviug  followed  that  course,  the  appellants  would  not  seem  to  be 
barred  from  relief  by  article  602  of  the  Treasury  Eegulations  of  1884. 
•  There  is  no  claim  for  damage,  or  that  duty  should  be  assessed  upon 
weights  or  values  lower  than  those  given  in  the  invoice-  The  impor- 
ters simply  object  to  paying  duty  upon  sea  water,  alleging  that  the 
weights  officially  returned  are  not  the  correct  weights  of  the  burlaps 

m 

imported. 

The  Board  has  expressed  its  reluctance  to  go  behind  weighers'  re- 
turns, but  there  are  occasions  when  the  propriety  of  our  intervention 
seems  obvious.  The  appraiser  took  cognizance  of  the  soaked  condition 
of  the  bales  and  recommended  that  the  invoice  weight  be  accepted. 
The  collector  rep6rts  that  the  importation  had  absorbed  a  considerable 
quantity  of  sea  water  during  the  voyage. 

We  find  that  the  weights  as  returned  by  the  TJ.  S.  weigher  were  the 
groks  weights  of  the  bales  in  their  wet  condition  and  were  not  the  true 
weights  of  the  burlaps  in  question  and,  as  reweighing  the  goods  is  now 
impracticable,  we  sustain  the  claim  of  the  importei-s  that  the  invoice 
should  be  reliquidated  at  the  invoice  weights. 


(13340— G.  A.  1720.) 

Pile  fabrics — Chenille  drapery. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  31, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  12059 &-2084,  of  Jordan,  Marsh  Sc  Co.,  a^inst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Boston  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  ceitAio  silk 
chenille  drapery,  imported  per  Scandinavixin,  October  12,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Ltjkt,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find : 

(1)  That  the  protestants,  Messrs.  Jordan,  Marsh  &  Co.,  imported 
into  the  port  of  Boston,  October  12,  1891,  per  steamer  8catidinarian, 
certain  textile  fabrics,  invoiced  as  Celtic  and  Sicilian  plush,  npou 
which  duty  was  assessed  at  Sl.lQ  per  pound  and  15  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem, under  paragraph  411,  K.  T. 

(2)  That  said  fabrics  contained,  exclusive  of  selvedges,  less  than  75 
per  cent  in  weight  of  silk,  and  that  silk  was  the  component  of  chief 
value  therein. 

(3)  That  the  same  were  fabrics  woveu  with  a  chenille  woof  to  pro- 
duce a  raised  or  pile  surface  or  face,  and  were  in  fact  pile  fabrics. 

(4)  That  the  same  are  commercial]}'  known  as  silk  chenille  draperv 
and  upholstery  goods. 
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* 

The  importers  claim  that  said  fabrics  ai*e  neither  plush  nor  pile  fab- 
ries,  but  dutiable  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  414,  K. 
T..  as  manufactures  of  silk  not  otherwise  provided  for. 

lu  G.  A.  539  we  passed  upon  fabrics  of  substantially  the  same  tex- 
ture, in  which  flax  was  the  component  of  chief  value,  and  filled  the 
same  part  therein  that  silk  does  in  the  fabrics  covered  by  this  protest. 
It  was  claimed  in  the  case  referred  to  that  the  fabrics  were  subject  to 
duty  as  pile  fabrics,  under  partigraph  350,  N.  T.,  but  as  flax  was  the 
component  of  chief  value  they  could  not  be  classed  uijder  paragraph 
351.  X.  T.,  while  they  would  have  been  specially  provided  for  as 
chenille  goods  if  cotton  had  been  the  component  material  of  chief  value, 
and  the  Board  held  that  the  same  were  embraced  within  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  350,  N.  T.,  as  pile  fabrics  other  than  cotton. 

Although  seasonably  notified,  the  protestajits  in  this  case  did  not 
appear  before,  or  offer  any  evidence  to,  the  Board  in  support  of  their 
claim,  and  our  findings  of  fact  are  based  upon  the  contents  of  the  pa- 
pers, inspection  of  official  samples,  and  general  information  acquired 
in  numerous  investigations  of  similar  questions  involved  in  other  cases. 

Upon  our  findings,  we  hold  that  the  term  ** other  pile  fabrics''  as 
found  in  paragraph  411,  ]Sr.  T.,  embraces  mferchandise  of  the  character 
covered  by  this  protest,  and  it  appearing  that  the  duty  was  assessed  in 
accordance  therewith,  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 

(13341— G.  A.  1721.) 
Pt'une  wine. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  6, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  7755a-3396,  of  S.  L.  Mackie,  afpainstthe  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  prune  wine, 
imported  per  Britannic^  October  18, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Shabpe,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  prune  wine  of  the  same  character  considered  by 
us  in  protests  10024a,  etc.,  the  decision  not  published,  and  for  that 
reason  we  give  these  protests  special  consideration. 

The  importation  is  under  the  present  tariff.  We  find  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  specific  regulations  by  the  Treasury  Department  the  results 
vere obtained  by  calculation  from  published  tables whichare accepted 
as  authority  by  chemists  who  perform  this  kind  of  work.  The  use  of 
other  tables  in  the  calculation,  having  no  higher  authoritj-,  would  have 
given  lower  results  in  the  percentage  of  absolute  alcohol  by  volume. 
We  also  find  that  variations  are  discovered  in  different  samples  of  the 
same  merchandise  of  this  nature,  due  to  the  presence  of  foreign  ingre- 
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dients,  which  will  settle  at  times,  and  such  variations  prove  to  be  aboat 
1  per  cent  and  the  employment  of  published  tables  other  than  those 
used,  would  have  given  lower  results  by  nearly  one-half  of  1  i>er 
cent. 

The  tests  of  the  merchandise  under  consideration  do  not  show  1 
per  cent  above  18  per  cent  by  volume  of  absolute  alcohol,  many  not 
one-half  of  1  per  cent  and  most  of  them  about  four  tenths  of  1  per 
cent.  If  this  slight  excess  of  alcohol  were  determined  beyond  doubt, 
we  do  not  find  that  it  would  add  to  the  value  of  the  article,  and  there 
does  not  seem  to  be  any  reason  for  an  intentional  evasion  of  the  law, 
which  is  stoutly  resisted  by  the  importers. 

We  have  the  opinion  of  competent  chemists  that  it  is  reasonable  to 
consider  a  question  of  allowance  in  reporting  these  analyses,  even  when 
the  greatest  care  is  exercised,  on  account  of  the  variations  which  occur 
in  the  samples,  and  also  on  account  of  the  different  results  produced 
according  to  the  authorities  or  tables  consulted. 

We  find  that  there  is  reasonable  doubt  of  the  presence  of  alcohol  be- 
yond the  limit  allowed  by  the  statute,  and  giving  the  importers  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt,  we  sustain  their  protest  to  the  extent  that  the 
merchandise  should  be  classified,  under  paragraph  339,  at  60  cents  per 
gallon,  and  we  disallow  the  other  reasons  for  dissatisfaction  stated  in 
the  protest,  for  reasons  given  in  previous  decisions  on  the  same  points. 
Beliquidation  is  authorized  in  accordance  herewith. 

This  decision  must  not  be  taken  as  evidencing  a  willingness  on  the 
part  of  the  Board  to  extend  the  limit  fixed  by  Congress  to  the  percent- 
age of  alcoholic  allowance  in  the  fruit  juices  provided  for  in  paragmph 
339,  and  when  these  articles  are  imported  with  so  narrow  a  margin, 
and  no  reasonable  explanation  is  made  for  the  excess,  it  will  be  con- 
sidered that  the  importers  willingly  incur  the  risk  of  the  higher  duties. 


(13342— G.  A.  1722.) 

Jewelry — Certain  shell  necklaces  not. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  ISTew  York,  September  6,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  13015  6-3892,  of  Anton  Winters,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  shell 
necklaces,  imported  per  Maryland^  June  22, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharps,  OeneroZ  Appraiaer. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  consists  of  small  shells,  strung  together 
with  threads,  upon  which  are  also  strung  little  glass  beads  in  the  inter- 
stices between  the  shells. 
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The  article  is  made  to  resemble  a  necklace,  and  the  shells  are  chief 
valae. 

There  is  no  precious  metal,  or  imitation  thereof,  and  we  sustain  the 
claim  of  the  importer  that  the  goods  should  be  classified  as  manufac- 
tures of  shell,  under  paragraph  4H2  of  the  present  tariff,  and  authorize 
a  reliqnidation  accordingly. 


(13343--G.  A.  1723.) 

Books — Collections  of  lithographic  prints  not. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  6,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  190146  and  146326,  of  F.  Weher  &  Co.,  aeainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charg^eable  on  certain 
books,  imported  per  BrUanniCy  July  11, 1891 ;  Bonwlua  (?),  August  5, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Qenerdl  Appraiser. 

The  appellants  protest  against  the  assessment  of  duty  on  certain 
goods  claimed  to  be  books  printed  in  languages  other  than  English. 
Bepresentative  samples  of  the  goods  are ; 

(1)  "Rococo"  (Cuvilles;  is  a  book  of  lithographic  prints,  being  a 
bound  volume  of  decorative  designs  without  any  letter  press  whatever, 
the  only  text  being  the  imprint  of  the  designer,  engraver,  and  pub- 
lisher. 

(2)  "Gedenke  Mein"  (Hoffman),  a  portfolio  containing  one  title 

sheet  and  fourteen  lithographic  plates,  mounted  on  cardboard,  with 
title  and  appropriate  text  beneath  the  pictures. 

(3)  Moderne  Ornamental  Werke  (Hauptman),  portfolio  with  double 
sheet,  containing  title  page  and  index  of  plates  and  138  sheets  of  pho- 
tographic reproductions  of  decorative  designs. 

**DaBKunstgewerbe,"  **Farbige  Flach  Ornamentum,"  and  "Wiener 

^chmeidewerk  "  are  works  of  similar  character. 

♦ 

We  find  that  the  goods  are  not  books  printed  in  language,  and  the 
4aim  that  they  are  exempt  from  duty  under  paragraph  513,  N.  T.,  is 
cerruled  accordingly. 

(13344— G.  A..  1724.) 

Periodicals — ^^Yule  Tide.^^ 
Beore  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  6,  1892. 

n  t^  matter  of  the  protest,  22943a-50O92,  of  O.  N.  Dunham,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
o^ustoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargreable  on  certain  periodical— 
"  ule  Tide  "—imported  per  Ariasona,  October  28, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkihson,  General  Appraiser. 

Te  merchandise  is  *^  Yule  Tide,"  the  Christmas  annual  of  Casseirs 
Faidy  3fagazine.    CasselPs  Family  Magazine  contains  yearly  twelve 
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monthly  numbei^s,  with  an  extra  summer  nnmber  included  in  the  yearly 
subscription  price  of  $1.50.  The  subscription,  including  "Yule  Tide." 
is  $2.  The  monthlies  contain  serial  stories,  while  the  Christmas  auuual 
is  a  book,  pamphlet,  or  magazine  complete  in  itself. 

"Yule  Tide''  is  a  magazine  with  an  independent  name,  and  is  sold 
at  an  independent  price.  It  is  an  annual  printed  by  Cassell,  and  more 
or  lesss  directly  connected  with  the  publication  of  the  monthly,  but  the 
Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  it  is  not  a  part  of  CasselVs  Family  3Iaga 
zine. 

Paragraph  657,  N.  T.,  provides  that  the  term  periodical  shall  be  un- 
derstood to  embrace  only  publications  issued  as  frequently  as  quarterly. 

The  claim  that  "Yule  Tide"  is  exempt  from  duty  under  the  para- 
graph  named  is  hereby  overruled. 


(13345— G.  A.  1725.) 
Jewelry — Imiiaiion  necklaces, 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7,  1S92. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  21162 a -9987,  of  Dingelstedt  Sc  Co.,  a|?alnBt  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chanpeable  on  certain  mother- 
of-pearl  and  imitation  g^>ld  necklaces  imported  per  Eider,  January  16, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabretts,  OenercU  AppraUmr. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  goods  covered  by  this  protest  at  50  per 
cent,  ad  valorem  as  jewelry.  The  appellants  claim  that  mother-of-pearl 
or  metal  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  entering  into  the 
fabrication  of  the  merchandise,  and  that  duty  should  have  been  assessed 
thereon  either  at  40  per  cent,  or  45  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  under  para 
graph  462  or  215,  X.  T. 

The  Board  finds  as  facts  on  the  papei-s  and  on  general  knowledge : 

(1)  The  articles  are  necklaces,  and  that  they  are  commercially  kuo\w 
as  jewelry. 

(2)  The  necklaces  are  composed  of  mother-of-pearl  and  imitation 
precious  metal. 

(3)  That  the  imitation  precious  metal  constitutes  the  chief  com^ 
nent  part  in  quantity  of  the  articles. 

We  have  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  inquire  whether  metal  or  motler- 
of-pearl  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  in  the  merchaniiee. 
It  is  composed  chiefly  of  precious  metal  or  imitations  thereof.  Ii  onr 
opinion  this  is  sufficient  to  bring  it  within  the  scope  of  parafaph 
452.  We  reach  this  conclusion  after  a  consideration  of  the  dss  of 
goods  denominatively  provided  for  in  this  paragraph,  few  of  rhich 
goods  have  metal  as  a  component  material  of  chief  value.     We  told  in 
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accordance  with  the  facts  in  this  case  that  duty  was  properly  assessed 
upon  the  merchandise  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  ander  paragi*aph 
452,  X.  T. 
We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 


(13346— G.  A.  1726.) 
Precious  stones — Rock  crystals, 
Belore  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  21188  a-90915,  of  Hensel,  Bruokman  &,  Lorbacher,  agfainst  the  decision 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charu:eable  on 
certain  rock  cnrstal  spheres,  im|»orted  per  EVbe^  June  18,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabrrtts,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

In  this  case  the  goods  under  consideration  are  spheres  about  one- 
half  inch  in  diameter,  cut  from  rock  crystal.  These  spheres  have 
figures  and  designs  engraved  thereon.  They  also  have  pieces  of  wire 
inserted  therein,  by  means  of  which  they  can  be  attached  to  articles  of 
jewelry  or  worn  on  watch  chains  as  charms.  Duty  was  assessed  upon 
these  articles  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  108,  N.  T., 
as  manufactures  of  glass.  The  appellants  claim  the  goods  are  precious 
stones,  cut  but  not  set,  and  dutiable  at  10  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  454,  N.  T. 

Some  forms  of  rock  crystal  unquestionably  rank  as  precious  stones. 
In  the  present  case  we  incline  to  the  opinion  that  the  spheres  subject 
of  protest  are  of  such  a  character.  These  spheres  have  undergone  no 
process  of  mannfacture  other  than  to  be  cut  (the  wire  therein  being  in- 
significant), and  would  seem  to  belong  to  a  class  of  goods  grouped  to- 
gether and  specially  provided  for  in  the  present  act  under  the  caption 
of  jewelry  and  precious  stones.  We  entertain  no  doubt  that  the  classi- 
fication of  the  articles  in  question  as  manufactures  of  glass  was  erro- 
neous. 

Adopting  our  description  of  the  merchandise  as  a  finding  of  facts, 
we  overrule  the  collector's  decision  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13347— G.  A.  1727.) 

Imitation  precious  stones — '  *  Turquoise ' '  heads. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  protests,  22280 a-1948S,  of  Louis  MetzKer  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
imitation  precious  stones,  imported  per  Munaehmi^  October  8, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Shabrbtts,  Otneral  Appraiatr. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case : 

(I)  That  the  goods  are  pieces  of  glass  less  than  1  inch  in  dimensions, 
colored  to  imitate  the  turquoise,  a  precious  stone,  and  are  unset. 


1040 

(2)  The  articles  are  pierced  horizontally,  near  the  under  surfiaice,  are 
strung  upon  cords,  and  present  the  appearance  of  beads. 

(3)  Some  of  the  merchandise  is  in  the  form  of  half  spheres  with 
cylindrical  bases,  and  the  other  portion  of  the  merchandise  is  cut  into 
squares,  the  upper  surfaces  of  which  are  faceted,  and  the  lower  parts 
having  necks  'Ov  offeets. 

(4)  The  articles  are  capable  of  being  set  in  rings  or  in  other  pieces 
of  jewelry,  or  of  being  strung  and  made  into  necklaces. 

The  merchandise  was  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem 
under  paragraph  108,  N.  T.,  and  is  claimed  by  the  apx)ellants  to  l)e 
dutiable  at  10  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  imitation  precious  stones  com- 
posed of  glass  unset.  In  our  opinion  the  goods  should  be  classified  as 
claimed  by  the  appellants.  The  articles  are  imitations  of  precious 
stones,  less  than  1  inch  in  dimensions,  and  unset.  Had  they  been  im- 
l)orted  unthreaded  and  unstrung,  the  Board  would  feel  inclined  to 
hol4  they  could  with  equal  correctness  be  returned  for  duty  at  10  pei* 
cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  445  or  464,  N.  T. 

The  appellants  having,  in  the  present  case,  claimed  the  merchandise 
to  be  dutiable  under  paragraph  454,  N.  T.,  we  hold  the  claim  to  be 
well  founded,  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13348— G.  A.  1728.) 

Waste — China-grass  noUs. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7, 1S92. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests  28613a  and  28614a,  of  A.  Kern  &  Co.,  aeainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
China-grass  noils,  imported  per  FriesUind,  April  18,  1892. 

Opinion  hy  SHABKxnrs,  General  Appraiser, 

The  goods  in  question  are  ramie  or  China-grass  noils,  consisting  of 
short  fibers  resembling  raw  cotton,  and  are  accumulated  In  the  pro- 
cess of  combing  grass  of  the  description  named. 

Duty  was  assessed  on  the  merchandise  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  374,  N.  T.,  as  a  manufacture  of  vegetable  fiber. 

The  appellants  claim  this  substance  is  entitled  to  free  entry  under 
paragraph  597,  N.  T.,  or  is  dutiable  at  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  a^  waste 
under  paragraph  472,  N.  T. 

The  goods  in  question,  although  refuse,  have  undergone  a  process  of 
dressing  which  removes  them  from  classification  as  textile  grasses  or 
fibrous  vegetable  substances  undressed.  The  Treasury  Department,  in 
Synopsis  6873,  April  24,  1885,  decided  that  merchandise  of  the  kind  in 
question  was  not  a  manufactured  article.  We  concur  in  the  correct- 
ness of  that  decision. 
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Wool  noils  are  associated  with  waste  in  paragraph  388,  and  we  in- 
cline to  the  opinion  that  grass  noils  can  properly  be  classified  as  waste, 
and  assessed  for  dnty  at  10  i>er  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  472 : 
otherwilie  they  wonld  be  dutiable  at  the  same  rate  as  unenumerated 
unmanufactured  articles,  under  section  4,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

We  overrule  the  claim  of  the  appellants  that  the  merchandise  is 
entitled  to  free  entry  and  sustain  protest  28614a. 


tl3349— O.  A.  1729.) 
Precious  stones — Mother-of-pearl  umbrella  handles  not 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  23124 a-00885,  of  Amasa,  Lyon  &  Co.,  aii;ainat  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
mAna&ctur^  shell  umbrella  handles.  Imported  per  Dania,  October  8, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrktts,  Otneral  Appraiaer. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  the  merchandise  covered  by  protest 
eonsistB  of  umbrella  handles  composed  of  mother-of-pearl. 

The  collector  assessed  duty  upon  these  goods  at  40  i>er  cent  ad  va- 
lorem, under  paragraph  462,  N.  T. 

The  apx>ellants  claim  that  the  articles  in  question  are  dutiable  at  10 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  454,  as  precious  stones,  cut,  but 
unset,  or  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  unenumerated  manufactured 
articles,  under  section  4,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

AlthoQgh  pearls  are  classified  as  precious  stones,  the  term  precious 
j^tones  is  hardly  flexible  enough  to  be  held  to  include  mother-of-pearl. 

We  hold  that  the  pearl  umbrella  handles  in  question  are  specifically 
provided  for  under  paragraph  462. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13350— G.  A.  1730.) 
Precious  stones — Imitation  opals. 
Before  the  U.  S.  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  9629o-1743l,  of  B.  Blumenthal  &  Co.,  affainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  coatoma  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargreable  on  certain  imi- 
tAtion  opals,  imported  per  AxoJe,  February  25, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  GeneraZ  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  articles  covered  by  protest  and  designated 
lu  the  invoice  as  No.  7589,  three  items,  are  half  spheres  of  colored 
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glass,  ma4e  to  imitate  precious  stones.  These  articles  are  unset,  and 
vary  in  size  from  one-eighth  to  one-half  inch  in  diameter,  and  have  the 
flat  surface  thereof  washed,  or  otherwise  coated  with  gold,  which  coating 
gives  to  the  stones  when  set  the  sparkle  or  fire  usual  to  opals. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  as  manufactures  of  glass. 
The  appellants  claim  that  the  articles  are  dutiable  at  10  per  cent  ad 
valorem  under  paragraph  454,  N.  T. 

In  our  opinion,  the  claim  of  the  appellants  is  well  founded.  Para- 
graph 454  provides  for  imitations  of  precious  stones,  unset,  composed  ot 
psiste  or  glaQS,  not  exceeding  1  inch  in  dimension.  The  merehan- 
disc  in  question  would  seem  to  be  covered  by  the  terms  of  this  para- 
graph. The  articles  are  composed  of  glass,  the  addition  of  the  metal 
and  coloring  matter  thereto  being  incidentally  employed  in  the  manu- 
facture of  a  special  kind  of  imitiation  precious  stones.  The  protest  is 
sustained. 


(13351--G.  A.  1731.) 

Brushes — Powder  puffs  dutiable  as. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15870  &-7602,  of  Shoemaker  &  BuAch,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chaiiij^eable  on  certain 
powder  puflfs  of  down,  imported  per  Pennsylvania,  May  19, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharbbtts,  General  Appraiser, 

The  goods  covered  by  this  protest  are  powder  puffe  composed  of  down 
and  other  materials.  Duty  was  assessed  thereon  at  50  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem, under  paragraph  443,  as  manufactures  of  down. 

The  appellants  claim  the  articles  are  dutiable  at  40  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem, under  paragraph  427,  as  brushes. 

The  Treasury  Department,  in  Synoptical  Decisions  3028,  November 
28,  1876,  and  3114,  February  15,  1877,  decided  that  powder  puifs  were 
dutiable  as  brushes.  The  tariff  act  in  force  at  the  date  of  these  de- 
cisions provided  for  *  *  brushes  of  all  kinds. ' '  The  act  of  March  3, 1883, 
made  no  change  in  the  provision  for  brushes,  except  to  reduce  the  rate 
of  duty  thereon,  and,  as  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  discover,  the  classi- 
fication of  powder  pnffe  as  brushes  was  adhered  to  during  the  period 
that  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  was  in  force. 

Paragraph  427,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  is  as  follows :  "Brushes  aud 
brooms  of  all  kinds,  including  feather  dusters  and  hair  pencils  in 
quills."  The  inclusion  of  feather  dustei-s  and  hair  pencils  under  the 
head  of  brushes  is  persuasive  of  legislative  sanction  of  the  classifica- 
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tion  of  powder  paffs  as  brushes.  The  shipper  of  the  merchandise  ad- 
vertises himself  as  a  manufacturer  of  brushes  of  every  description,  and 
ioclades  the  articles  in  qnestion  with  such  goods. 

We  do  not  feel  justified  in  reversing  the  long-established  practice  of 
the  Department  with  regard  to  these  goods,  although  )^e  doubt  the  cor- 
rectness of  those  decisions,  and  might  have  reached  a  different  conclu- 
sion if  we  were  unembarrassed  by  them.  (Robertson  vs.  Bradbury,  132 
r.  S.,  491.) 

We  find  as  facts  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  that  powder  pufts 

are  brushes. 

> 

We  overrule  the  collector's  decision  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13352— G.  A.  1732.) 

« 

Crude  minerals — Cabinet  specimens. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisei'S  at  New  York,  September  7,  1892. 


In  tlie  matter  of  the  protest,  23126  a-8iao,  of  Geo.  L.  Engrlifth  &Co.,  affainstthe  decision  of  the  col* 
lector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
minerals.  Imported  per  VoUurno,  February  9, 1892. 


Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  iu  question  is  crude  minerals,  known  as  ^*  Smith- 
wnite'^  and  **  Adamonite,"  mined  in  Greece,  and  which  contain  an  un- 
known percentage  of  zinc.  The  appellants  claim  free  entry  of  the 
substances,  under  paragraph  651,  N.  T.  Duty  was  assessed  thereon  at 
20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  pai*agraph  202,  N.  T. 

The  evidence  taken  in  the  case  tends  to  show  that  the  importation  in 
question  is  intended  for  use  as  cabinet  collections  and  is  valued  at  up- 
wards of  $500  per  ton,  and  that  it  is  in  the  shape  of  quartz  crystals,  and 
L^  not  the  zinc  ore  of  commerce,  which  is  valued  at  less  than  one-twen- 
tieth part  of  the  mineral  in  question. 

The  two  provisions  in  the  tariff  for  crude  mineral  substances  must  be 
construed  reasonably  and  to  harmonize  with  each  other.  There  are 
but  few  minerals  which  will  not  show  traces  of  metal ;  therefore,  to 
give  force  to  the  provision  of  the  free  list,  we  must  hold  that  all  min- 
erals, except  such  as  are  mined  and  valued  for  the  metal  contained 
therein,  are  covered  by  paragraph  651.  The  Treasury  Department,  in 
Synopsis  5972,  took  a  similar  view  to  the  above  ruling  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  statutes  relating  to  crude  minerals. 

We  find  as  facts  : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  is  minerals,  crude,  not  advanced  in  value 
or  condition  by  refining  or  grinding  or  by  other  process  or  manufac- 
ture. 
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(2)  That  the  minerals  coutain  a  metallic  substance,  but  it  is  not  mined, 
imported,  or  used  as  metallic  mineral  substance. 

On  these  findings  we  hold  that  the  claim  of  the  appellants  is  well 
founded.     The  protest  is  sustained. 


(13353— G.  A.  1733.) 
Books  in  foreign  languages — Norwegian  Veritas. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  ^ew  York,  September  7,  1892, 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  25772 o^^SOOS,  of  H.  W.  O.  Bdye,  asrainst  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customB  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oert4|in  books,  im- 
ported per  Norge,  February  13,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  appellant  in  this  case  claims  that  certain  imitation  leather-cov- 
ered books  issued  yearly  by  the  Norw^gian  Veritas,  and  which  classify 
vessels  sailing  under  the  flag  of  Norway,  are  entitled  to  free  entry 
under  paragraphs  513  or  657,  N.  T. 

The  evidence  in  the  case  tends  to  show  that  advance  sheets  of  these 
books,  unbound,  are  issued  to  subscribers  bimonthly,  and  at  the  end 
of  the  year  the  subscriber  are  furnished  with  tlie  complete  work,  bound, 
and  that  the  said  bound  annuals  are  the  subject  of  the  protest.  Aniu- 
spectioii  of  one  of  these  yearly  volumes  shows  it  to  be  published  in  the 
interest  of  marine  insurance  companies,  and  that  it  consists  of  a  regis- 
try of  Norwegian  vessels,  a  statement  of  their  tonnage,  condition,  etc. 
The  title  of  the  work  is  printed  in  the  Norwegian  language,  but  cer- 
tain explanatory  remarks  and  the  subject-matter  on  each  page  of  the 
book  is  printed  in  English. 

It  is  not  material  to  the  issue  in  this  case  if,  as  claimed  by  the  appel' 
lant,  the  original  work  is  printed  exclasively  in  the  language  of  Nor- 
way, and  then  translated  and  printed  in  the  language  of  the  country 
where  the  subscribers  reside.  Paragraph  513  provides  for  the  free  en- 
try of  books  printed  exclusively  in  languages  other  than  Engli^.  The 
books  in  question  are  excluded  from  free  entry  under  this  paragraph. 

Nor  are  they  periodicals  as  defined  in  paragraph  657,  which  limits 
the  free  entry  of  periodicals  to  such  as  have  paper  covere  or  are  un- 
bound and  contain  current  literature  of  the  day. 

We  find  as  facts: 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  is  not  books  printed  exclusively  in  lan- 
guage other  than  English. 

(2)  It  is  not  j)eriodicals  unbound  or  with  paper  covers  containing 
current  literature  of  the  day. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  aflSrmed- 
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(13364— G.  A.  1734.) 
Manufactures  of  metal — Coaches,  gigs,  huggies  and  coupSs. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  14681  h,  15487  h.  15669  b,  and  18758  6,  of  J.  W.  Hampton,  Jr.  St  Co.,  and 
H.  Mabr's  Sons,  against  the  decision  of  tne  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate 
and  amoont  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  coaches,  etc.,  imported  per  JloUbar,  December  9, 
1S91 ;  Biukar,  April  18, 1892 ;  Lord  Gimgh,  March  25, 1892 ;  IU>duAiff,  November  9.  1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharxibttb,  OenertU  Appraiier, 

The  articles  covered  by  these  protests  are  vehicles  comprising  four- 
horse  coaches  (drays),  gigs,  buggies,  and  coupes.  Duty  was  assessed 
apon  these  vehicles  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215, 
N.  T.,  as  manufactures  of  which  metal  is  the  component  material  of 
chief  value.  The  appellants  claim  that  wood,  and  not  metal,  com- 
prises the  component  material  of  all  of  the  vehicles,  and  that  they 
should  have  been  assessed  with  duty  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  230,  I^.  T. 

The  question  raised  by  the  protest  being  one  of  fact,  and  involving 
great  interests,  the  Board  had  before  them  carriage  makers  of  national 
repute  and  many  imi>orters  and  repairers  of  carriages. 

The  preponderance  of  testimony  of  these  witnesses  tends  to  show  that 
in  vehicles  of  the  kinds  named  metal  is  of  more  value  than  wood.  It 
is  also  made  to  apx)ear  that  in  the  more  valuable  grades  of  the  several 
kinds  of  vehicles  the  fittings  comprise  the  greater  part  of  their  en- 
hanced value,  and  in  many  instances  these  fittings  are  of  more  value 
than  either  wood  or  metal.  Inasmuch,  however,  as  wool,  cotton,  silk, 
JQte,  leather,  oil  cloth,  and  glass  are  lumped  together,  it  is  fair  to  as- 
same  that  almost,  if  not  all,  vehicles  are  dutiable  at  the  rate  applicable 
to  wood  or  metal. 

We  find  as  facts  that  all  of  the  merchandise  covered  by  these  pro- 
tests are  manufactures  of  which  metal  is  the  component  material  of 
chief  value.  We  overrule  the  protests  and  affirm  the  collector's  de- 
cisions. 

(13355— G.  A.  1735.) 

(1;  Baskets,  willoxo  liqiwr-set  holders,  (2)  Entireties,  segregation  of  glass 

sets  from  baskets. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  7, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  148^6,  of  A.  Sc^henck,  a^rainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs 
at  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  baskets,  im- 
ported per  Gambia,  October  6, 1891. 

opinion  by  SHARSirrTS,  General  Appraiser. 

The  appraiser  rejwrts  that  '^the  goods  in  question  consist  of  what 
are  known  as  water,  liquor,  beer,  and  lemonade  sets,  each  set  com- 
70 
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prising  a  basket  with  a  glass  pitcher  or  decanter,  and  six  small  gla.ss 
mugs  or  tumblers.  The  baskets  are  made  of  willow  wood  and  rush, 
willow  chief  value,  in  square  forms  with  long  handles,  and  to  which 
are  attached  metal  hooks,  on  which  to  suspend  the  mugs,  the  pitcher 
or  decanter  being  placed  in  the  center  of  the  baskets."     *    *    * 

The  merchandise  was  treated  as  entireties,  and  assessed  with  duty  at 
60  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  fnanufactures  of  which  glass  is  the  componeut 
material  of  chief  value.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Board  the  glassware  and 
baskets  should  have  been  treated  as  sepai-ate  articles  of  merchandise. 

We  make  this  finding  of  facts : 

(1)  The  merchandise  consists  of  articles  of  glass  and  baskets,  the 
value  of  which  is  separately  stated  in  the  invoice. 

(2)  The  baskets  are  manufactures  of  which  willow  is  the  component 
material  of  chief  value. 

(3)  Glass  is  of  more  value  than  willow  in  the  sets  complete. 

We  hold,  as  claimed  by  the  appellant,  the  baskets  are  dutiable  at 
40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  459,  N.  T. 

The  protest  is  sustained,  and  the  entry  should  be  reliquidat^d  in 
accordance  with  this  decision. 


(13356— G.  A.  1736.) 

Leaf  tobacco^  wrapper^  in  bundles. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisei-s  at  ISTew  York,  September  9,  189*2. 


In  Ihe  matter  of  the  protest,  1KM66-1592,  of  P.  W.  Myers  &  Co.,  aflrainst  the  decision  of  the6oUector 
of  customs  at  Plattsbure,  N.  Y.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
tobacco,  imported  per  railway,  May  16, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lunt.  OenercU  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  F.  W.  Myers  &  Co.  imported  into  the  port  of  Platts- 
burg,  at  Bouse  Point,  May  19,  1892,  one  package  containing  3  pounds 
of  tobacco,  upon  which  tobacco  duty  was  assessed  at  $2.75  per  pound, 
under  paragraph  242,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  importation  is  Sumatra  tobacco  in  small  bundles  about 
8  inches  long  and  3  inches  wide ;  each  bundle  is  made  up  of  selected 
portions  of  the  original  natural  leaf  suitable  for  cigar  wrappers,  and 
previous  to  the  bundling  thereof  the  original  leaves  were  moistened 
and  stemmed,  and  so  much  of  each  leaf  as  was  suitable  for  wrappers 
was  cut  from  the  leaf  by  hand  or  machinery  into  the  shai>e  or  form  re- 
quired for  wrapping  cigars,  then  bundled  as  aforesaid  and  imported  in 
a  moist  condition. 
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(3)  That  said  tobacco,  imported  as  aforesaid,  is  leaf  tobacco,  stemmed, 
and  much  the  greater  part  thereof  is  suitable  for  cigar  wrappers. 

The  importers  claim  that  said  tobacco  is  dutiable,  under  paragraph 
244,  N.  T.,  at  40  oeuts  per  pound,  as  manufactured  tobacco,  of  all  de- 
scription not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for  in  the  act. 

in  Hartranfb  vs.  Wiegmann  (121  U.  S.,  615),  the  Supreme  Court  held 
that  the  application  of  labor  to  an  article,  either  by  hand  or  mechan- 
ism, does  not  make  the  article  necessarily  a  manufactured  article 
within  the  meaning  of  that  term  as  used  in  the  tariff  laws.  This  leaf 
tx)bacco  has  not  been  made  up  into  any  article  and  the  manipulation 
of  the  dry  leaf  as  described  in  the  second  finding,  whereby  it  is  moist- 
ened, is  necessary  for  the  stemming  of  the  same,  and  the  cutting  of  the 
leaf  by  hand  or  by  the  dies  of  a  machine  amounts  substantially  to  the 
separation  of  so  much  of  the  leaf  as  is  useful  for  the  wrapping  of  cigars. 
This  can  not,  in  our  opinion,  be  considered  a  manufacture. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 

(13357— G.  A.  1737.) 
Horn  machete  handles. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10, 1892. 

In  the  maUer  of  the  protest,  29191  a^l8214,  of  Collins  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called  horn 
strips,  imported  per  Arizfyna^  April  12, 1802. 

Opinion  by  Wii.KiiraoN,  QtfMral  Appraiaer. 

The  goods  are  horn  handles  for  *^  machetes  "  or  heavy  knives.  The 
handles  have  been  finished  ready  for  use,  except  that  holes  for  rivets 
bave  yet  to  be  bored. 

We  find  that  the  articles  are  manufactures  of  horn,  and,  oveiTuling 
that  claim  that  they  are  exempt  from  duty  under  paragraph  611,  N.  T., 
or  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  under  section  4,  the  assessment  of  duty  at 
30  per  cent,  under  paragraph  460,  is  hereby  affirmed. 


(13358.— G.  A.  1738.) 
SUver  prize  cup. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22403  a-6386,  of  R.  H.  Derby,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
emtomn  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  a  certain  silver  cup, 
imported  per  Adriatic,  January  21, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

We  find  the  facts  in  this  case  to  be  as  follows  : 

The  apx>ellant  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York  a  silver  cup,  in- 
tended to  commemorate  a  particular  event  in  connection  with  a  dog 
show  at  Madison  Square  Garden. 
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The  collector  classified  the  article  as  a  manufactnre  of  metal  and 
assessed  duty  theieon  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215, 

The  appellant  claims  that  the  cup  is  a  trophy,  entitled  to  free  entn* 
by  reason  of  similitude  in  material,  quality,  and  texture,  and  the  use 
to  which  it  may  be  applied,  to  silver  medals,  provided  for  in  paragraph 
648,  N.  T.  In  support  of  his  claim  the  appellant  refers  to  Treasury 
Decision  6566,  dated  September  20,  1884.  The  similitude  clause  of 
section  5,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  which  is  relied  upon  by  the  apx)ellant 
applies  only  to  nonenumerated  articles  similar  in  material,  quality, 
texture  or  the  use  to  which  they  may  be  applied,  to  any  article  that  is 
enumerated  and  classified  with  duty. 

A  silver  cup  is  enumerated  and  provided  for  as  a  manufacture  of 
metal ;  at  any  i-ate  it  can  not  be  assimilated  to  a  silver  medal,  which 
is  not  chargeable  with  duty.  It  follows  that  the  claim  of  the  appellant 
is  not  well  founded. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13359— G.  A.  1739.) 
Anwial  charcoal  not  waste. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  30068  a,  of  The  Tide  Water  Oil  Company,  acainat  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Mew  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  ceTtAin 
animal  charcoal,  imported  per  City  of  Berlin^  May  7, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shabrbtts,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  adimal  charcoal  accumulated  in  the 
process  of  extracting  prussiate  of  potash  from  leather,  hoo&,  and  horns 
of  animals.  It  appeal's  from  the  evidence  that  by  some  manufecturers 
of  prussiate  of  potash  this  substance  Is  thrown  away  as  refuse.  In  the 
present  case  it  was  purchased  at  a  cost  of  about  $20  per  ton,  and  re- 
ported to  be  iLsed  in  bleaching  paraffine  wax. 

The  United  States  chemist,  to  whom  a  sample  of  the  substance  was 
submitted  for  analysis,  reported  that  it  consisted  of  refuse  animal  char- 
coal, unfit  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  sugar,  but  suitable  for  certain 
other  specified  uses,  notably  that  of  case  hardening  iron. 

Paragraph  532  exempts  from  duty  "charcoal."  The  Treasury  De- 
partment, however,  in  Synopsis  8669,  February  11,  1888,  decided  that 
only  the  ordinary  charcoal  of  commerce  was  entitled  to  free  entry,  and 
that  certain  other  charcoal  was  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  as 
unenumerated  manufactured  articles.  Following  this  ruling;  duty  was 
assessed  upon  the  merchandise  in  question  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  section  4,  act  October  1,  1890. 
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Without  stopping  to  consider  whether  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  law 
to  limit  the  free  entyy  of  charcoal  to  a  particular  kind,  or  if  the  term 
charooal  used  by  Congress  includes  all  kinds  of  charcoal  so  commercially 
known,  we  hold  the  claim  of  the  appellants  that  the  merchandise  is 
dutiable  at  10  per  cent,  as  waste,  is  not  well  founded.  Old  clippings  or 
scraps  of  leather  might  be  waste,  but  charcoal  accumulated  in  the 
process  of  manufacturing  prussiate  of  potash  therefrom  is  not  waste, 
nor  does  the  fact  that  it  is  discarded  as  worthless  by  some  change  the 
character  of  the  substance.  If  it  is  dutiable  at  all,  and  the  price  paid 
therefor  is  trifling,  the  amount  of  duty  chargeable  thereon  would  be 
relatively  small. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  animal  charcoal, 
and  is  not  waste.  The  protest  is  overruled,  and  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector must  stand. 

(13360— G.  A.  1740.) 
Dress  holders. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  30164  a.  of  Calhoun,  Bobbins  Sl  Co.,  Hgainst  the  decision  of  the  col* 
lector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
dresB  holders  and  cord,  imported  per  Taormina^  May  23, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  black  japanned  metal  dress 
holders  and  silk  and  cotton  cords.  The  holders  are  composed  of  flat 
or  slightly  oval  tempered  steel  about  }  inch  wide,  4  inches  long,  and 
shaped  like  common  wire  hairpins.  Circular  pieces  of  metal  are  riv- 
eted to  the  i>oints  of  the  holder ;  a  disk  of  rubber  gum  is  fastened  to 
one  of  these  metal  pieces  and  fits  in  a  cup  or  cavity  in  the  other  piece 
^vhen  the  two  are  drawn  together.  A  slide  or  button  pushed  from  the 
small  or  bent  end  of  the  spring  towards  the  cup  and  socket  closes  the 
holder  and  is  held  in  position  by  notches  on  the  outer  surface  of  the 
spring.  The  silk  and  cotton  cord  is  permanently  attached  to  a  metal 
ring  fastened  to  the  holder,  and  is  about  45  inches  long  and  i  of  an 
inch  in  diameter.  The  merchandise  is  invoiced  as  entireties,  and  is 
valued  at  6  and  7i  francs  per  dozen,  respectively.  Duty  was  assessed 
thereon  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  414,  as  manufac- 
tures of  silk  chief  value.  At  the  hearing  in  the  case  it  was  shown 
that  the  holders  without  the  cards  are  listed  at  3  and  4.2  francs  per 
dozen,  re8i)ectively.  Deducting  the  cost  of  the  cotton  from  the  total 
value  of  the  cords  it  leaves  the  value  of  the  metal  greater  than  that  of 
8ilk  in  the  completed  articles. 
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We  iind  as  facts  that  the  goods  are  manufactures  of  which  metal  is 
the  component  material  of  chief  value,  and  we  hold  they  are  dutiable 
at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T.,  as  claimed  by 
the  appellants. 

The  protest  is  sustained. 


(13361— G.  A.  1741.) 
Easel  photograph  frames. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28081  a-11207,  of  Steiner.  Kahn  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col* 
lector  of  customs  at  New  Tork  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charigeable  on  cerUin 
frames  for  photographs,  imported  per  OeUert,  March  16, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  C^enereU  Appraiter. 

The  goods  in  question  are  easel  racks  for  holding  photographs. 
They  are  crudely  constructed,  and  are  about  6}x4i  inches  in  dimensions. 
The  fronts  of  these  racks  consist  of  plates  of  glass  i  inch  thick,  with 
beveled  and  gilt  edges,  and  the  backs  thereof  are  rough,  unplaned 
pieces  of  walnut  wood  of  about  the  thickness  of  the  glass.  The  fronts 
and  backs  of  these  articles  can  be  easily  separated  and  photc^raphs 
placed  between  them.  When  closed,  the  parts  are  held  together  by 
means  of  two  metal  clasps  fastened  to  the  upper  part  of  the  back  and 
extending  over  the  edge  of  the  glass,  and  a  similar  clasp,  with  a  spiral 
spring  attachment,  which  binds  the  front  and  back  of  the  articles  be- 
low. A  small  movable  stick  at  the  back  of  the  frame  forms  a  suppoi^ 
therefor  when  open. 

The  articles  were  classified  as  manufactures  of  which  glass  is  the 
component  material  of  chief  value,  and  assessed  with  duty  at  60  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  108,  and  are  claimed  by  the  ap- 
pellants to  be  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  230, 
as  manufactures  of  wood,  or  of  which  wood  is  the  component  material 
of  chief  value. 

The  board  finds  as  facts  that  the  value  of  the  glass  is  greater  than 
that  of  the  wood  in  the  complete  article.  We  accordingly  overrule  the 
protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 
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(13362— G.  A.  1742.) 

(1)  Eegdlia  ;  cetiuin  candelabra  not  free  as — (2)  Works  of  art ;  cheap  cast- 
ings not. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10,  1892 


^» 


Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  230630^7456,  of  John  A.  McSorley  St  Son,  wainst  the  decision  of  (he 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  an  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
candelabra,  imported  per  Qtueogne^  August  6, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrktts,  OeneraX  Appraiser. 

Ou  the  face  of  the  papera  we  fiud  the  facte  in  this  case  to  be  as  fol- 
lows : 

Certain  ''  regalia"  imported  by  the  order  and  for  the  sole  use  of  St. 
Bridget's  Church,  West  Troy,  N.  Y.,  was  packed  in  two  cases.     In 

addition  to  the  articles  admitted  to  free  entry  by  the  collector  under 

» 

paragraph  692,  the  cases  contained  six  metal  candelabra  each  intended 
to  hold  seven  candles  arranged  in  a  semicircle.  These  candelabra  the 
appraiser  reported  too  large  to  be  borne  in  the  hand  during  public  ex- 
ercises. They  were  Classified  by  the  collector  as  manufactures  of 
metal  and  assessed  with  duty  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 215,  N.  T. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  articles  are  entitled  to  free  entry  as 
regalia  under  paragraph  692,  or  as  works  of  art  imported  expressly  for 
presentation  to  an  incorporated  religious  society  or  public  institution, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  757.  The  statement 
of  the  appraiser  that  the  candelabra  can  not  be  borne  in  the  hand  is 
not  contradicted  by  any  evidence  submitted  to  us,  and  we  are  bound  to 
accept  that  oflScer's  return  as  correct,  and  hold  that  they  are  excluded 
from  free  entry  under  paragi^ph  692.  Nor  do  the  facts  justify  us  in 
holding  that  the  articles  in  question  are  works  of  art.  They  are 
valned  at  less  than  $13  each.  This  low  price  indicates  that  the  goods 
are  not  even  a  superior  quality  of  castings,  and  compels  us  to  make  an 
additional  finding  of  facte  that  the  candelabra  covered  by  this  protest 
are  not  works  of  art. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 


(13363— G.  A.  1743.) 

Skins  for  morocco — Certain  caUfsMns  not. 
Before  the  U.  S.  Gteneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28148 a-60901,  of  A.  SchmoII.  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  cal&kins, 
imported  per  Bothnia^  October  27, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  Otneral  Appra4*er. 

The  appellant  in  this  case  claims  that  certain  skins  imx>orted  by  him. 
from  Bordeaux,  France,  are  skins  for  morocco,  tanned  but  unfinished, 
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and  dutiable  at  10  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  456  of  the 
present  act. 

The  Board  has  examined  some  of  the  leading  importers  of  skins  and 
manufacturers  of  morocco  leather  located  in  and  near  New  York  City. 
and  from  the  testimony  of  these  witnesses,  we  incline  to  the  opinion 
that  skins  for  morocco  are  exclusively  goat  or  sheep  skins.  The  con- 
current testimony  of  the  witnesses  referred  to,  and  who  examined  a 
sample  of  the  merchandise  in  question,  is  in  accordance  with  the  fol- 
lowing finding  of  facts  : 

(1)  The  goods  are  cal&kins,  tanned  but  unfinished. 

(2)  They  are  not  skins  for  morocco. 

(3)  They  are  not  suitable  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  morocco 
leather,  but  are  capable  of  being  made  into  oiled  dongola  or  pebbled 
calf  leather. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  af&rm  the  collector's  decision  in  classi- 
fying the  merchandise  as  calfskins,  tanned,  and  assessment  of  duty 
thereon  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  456,  N.  T. 


(13364— G.  A.  1744.) 
Clock  jeioels. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  !N'ew  York,  September  10, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  29297  8-a,  of  Baldwin  Bros.  Si  Co.  and  Hensel,  Bmckmann  &  Lor- 
bacher,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  tiie  rate  and  amount 
of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  garnets  for  clocks,  imported  per  City  of  New  York^  May  17,  If?^-: 
Rhaetia,  May  3,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Oeneral  Appraiter. 

We  find  as  facts  on  the  face  of  the  papers — 

(1)  That  the  articles  are  garnet  pallet  slabs,  oblong  in  form  and  com- 
mercially known  as  jewels. 

(2)  These  jewels  are  not  suitable  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  watches, 
but  are  designed  to  be  used  in  the  manufacture  of  clocks. 

(3)  The  said  garnets  are  precious  stones,  cut  but  not  set. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  10  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  454,  ^N".  T.  The  appellants  claim  that  the  articles  are 
entitled  to  free  entry  under  paragraph  557,  N.  T. 

The  Board  has  heretofore  decided  that  clocks  are  not  dutiable  as 
watches.  *  Following  that  ruling,  we  hold  in  the  present  case  that  jewels 
for  clocks  are  not  dutiable  as  watch  jewels,  nor  can  the  similitude  clause 
of  section  5,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  be  made  to  apply  to  these  articles, 
as  they  are  specially  enumerated  and  provided  for  as  precious  stones, 
cut  but  not  set. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 
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(13365— G.  A.  1745.) 
Silk  elastic  cords,  braids,  and  webs. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10, 1892. 

Ib  the  mstter  of  the  proleftts,  26180-1  a,  of  Levi  Brothers  A  Blum,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chanreable  on  certain  elastic 
cords,  braids,  and  webs,  imported  per  Normandie,  March  16, 1882,  and  Tourafne,  March  29, 1892. 

Opinion  by  SRABREnrra,  Chneral  Appraistr. 

The  goods  covered  by  these  protests  consist  of  elastic  fabrics  com- 
posed of  silk  and  India  rubber  and  silk,  cotton,  and  India  rubber. 
The  Board,  having  under  consideration  several  hundred  cases  involv- 
ing the  classification  of  elastic  cords,  braids,  and  webs  composed  of 
silk  and  India  rubber,  cotton  and  India  rubber,  and  silk,  cotton,  and 
India  rubber,  have  made  an  exhaustive  investigation  touching  the 
component  material  of  chief  value  in  the  condition  as  found  in  this 
class  of  goods. 

For  the  information  of  customs  officers,  we  publish  approximately 
the  value  per  pound  of  the  several  materials  named :  Cotton,  $0.38 ;  silk 
(black),  $2.20;  silk  (colored),  $2.92;  India  rubber,  $1. 

We  find  as  facts  that  silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value 
entering  into  the  fabrication  of  the  merchandise  in  question.  The 
claim  of  the  apx>ellants  that  the  goods  are  dutiable  at  30.  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  460,  N.  T. ,  and  not  at  50  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem, under  paragraph  412,  is  overruled,  and  the  collector's  decision  is 
affirmed. 


(13366— G.  A.  1746.) 
ffemp,  hackled,  line,  and  dressed. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  10, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  23719 a-vJ795,  of  the  A.  H.  Hart  Companv,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
hemp,  imported  per  Veendanty  December  23, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Oenercd  Appraiser, 

We  find— 

(1)  That  the  A.  H.  Hart  Company  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York 
per  steamer  Veendam,  December  23,  1891,  certain  hemp,  which  was  as- 
?*essed  for  duty  at  $50  per  ton  as  ^' hemp,  hackled,  known  as  line  of 
hemp,^'  under  paragraph  360,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  hemp  was  not  rough  hemp,  but  was  hemp  which  had 
been  hackled  and  such  as  is  commercially  known  as  line  of  hemp. 

The  importers  claim  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  as  hemp  at 
*2o  per  ton,  under  paragraph  360,  N.  T. 


1054 

We  have  made  many  inquiries  in  different  portions  of  the  country 
concerning  hemp,  and  it  appears  that  the  term  hemp,  without  other 
qualifying  or  descriptive  words,  means  rough  or  unbleached  hemp. 
The  treatment  of  hemp  may  be  briefly  described  as  follows : 

When  the  plant  is  cut  or  pulled  in  the  field,  it  is  retted,  either  by 
spreading  upon  the  ground  and  exposure  to  dew  or  rain,  or  by  being 
steeped  in  water,  and  when  dried,  the  straw  and  pithy  portions  become 
brittle ;  it  is  then  passed  through  breaks,  by  which  the  brittle  straw 
and  pith  is  broken  into  lengths  of  from  6  to  12  inches  and  loosened, 
and  afterward  shaken  out  by  hand.  This  product  is  the  rough  hemp 
above  mentioned.  To  bring  rough  hemp  into  the  condition  of  hackled 
line  of  hemp,  it  is  drawn  over  a  hackle  by  hand  or  by  a  hackling  ma- 
chine, by  which  the  rough  fiber  is  divided  into  a  number  of  finer 
straight  fibers  and  a  portion  of  the  tow  and  short  fibers  removed. 
This  product  is  known  as  hackled  line  of  hemp.  Bepetitions  of  the 
hackling  process  with  finer  hackles  give  products  known  as  "simple 
dressed"  and  '* double  dressed"  with  various  other  grade  designations 
significant  of  the  extent  to  which  the  fiber  has  been  manipulated. 

Upon  our  findings,  we  hold  that  the  collector  assessed  the  proper 
rate  of  duty  upon  the  merchandise  under  consideration,  and  overrule 
the  protest. 


(13367— G.  A.  1747.) 

Pi'otests  sent  by  mail  and  not  received  in  time. 

Before  the  XT.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  12, 1892. 

In  the  maHer  of  the  protest,  10933  6,  of  Herzig  Bros. ,  against  the  decision  of  the  ooUector  of  cuitomi 
at  Pembina,  N.  Dak.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  a  oeitein  musk  ox  head, 
imported  per  Northern  Pacific  Express,  May  17, 1892. 

Opinion  hy  Sharrbtts,  OenertU  Appraiser. 

The  facts  in  this  case  are  as  follows :  On  May  5,  1892,  a  musk  oi 
head,  dressed,  arrived  at  Pembina,  North  Dakota,  from  Winnipeg. 
Manitoba,  consigned  to  Herzig  Bros.,  New  York,  said  head  being  a 
specimen  of  natnral  history  and  designed  for  a  cabinet  collection  be- 
longing to  the  importer  and  not  intended  for  sale.  The  article  was 
entered  for  ^  4m mediate  transportation '*  and  the  entry  liquidated  and 
duty,  at  the  rate  of  30  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  paid  thereon  May  17, 1892. 
On  May  27  following  the  collector  received  a  tel^ram  from  Herzig 
Bros.,  stating  that  protest  against  the  assessment  of  30  per  cent  duty 
on  the  merchandise  was  mailed  that  day. 
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The  protest  in  writing  was  not  received  by  the  collector,  however, 
until  May  30,  more  than  ten  days  after  the  liqaidation  of  the  entry 
and  payment  of  the  duties.  It  thds  appearing  that  the  requirements 
of  section  14,  act  June  10,  1 890,  were  not  complied  with,  the  Board  are 
enable  to  decide  this  case  in  favor  of  the  appellants,  as  they  otherwise 
▼odd  do. 

Ih^  protest  is  dismissed  and  the  collector's  decision  must  stand. 


(13368— G.  A.  1748.) 
Free  entry — Grain  hags. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  13, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteetB  named  in  the  annexed  schedule  of  The  Corn  Exchange  Bag  Com- 
pany and  the  Knrtx  Bag  Company,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New 

'    aties 


York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  bags,  imported  per  the  vessels 
and  on  the  dates  named  in  the  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Sharfb,  Qeneral  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  under  consideration  is  similar  to  that  passed  upon 
in  protest  No.  17801  a,  G.  A.  1217. 

It  consists  of  empty  grain  bags,  composed  of  jute,  which  had  been 
exported  filled  with  grain  raised  in  this  country. 

The  contention  refers  mainly  to  bags  made  of  foreign  material,  which 
have  been  imported  into  the  United  States  containing  sugar,  and  there 
^  m  suggestion  that  they,  or  the  material  from  which  they  are  made, 
have  ever  paid  duty.  The  appellants  claim  them  to  be  free  as  Ameri- 
can manufactured  bags,  because  they  have  gone  through  a  so-called 
process  of  remanufacture,  representing  over  50  per  cent  of  their  value, 
and  this  manufacture  consists  in  drying  and  in  many  instances  repair- 
ing them,  to  make  them  merchantable.  The  appellants  also  claim  that 
the  labor  and  expense  put  upon  them  is  far  greater  than  upon  bags 
made  from  new  raw  material,  and  the  evidence  introduced  by  them  in 
this  respect  serves  to  establish  the  value  of  the  foreign  material,  which 
hag  made  no  contribution  to  the  public  revenue.  The  industry  is  a 
very  large  one,  and  the  question  is  whether  Congress  intended  these 
bags  to  be  admitted  free,  under  paragraph  493  of  the  present  act,  as 
the  growth,  produce,  and  manufacture  of  the  United  States,  or  as  bags 
of  American  manufacture. 

The  case  is  reconsidered  at  this  time  because  the  assistant  appraiser 
in  whose  division  the  bags  are  examined  for  classification  contends 
that  at  the  former  hearing  the  exhibits  were  not  properly  representa- 
tive of  this  importation,  nor  of  all  the  bags  sought  to  be  entered  free 
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under  the  former  decision ;  that  evidence  to  sustain  the  collector's  de- 
cision was  not  obtained,  and  that  the  bags  have  not  been  repaired 
sufficiently  to  change  their  origin  or  identity  as  foreign  manafaetares. 

At  the  present  hearing  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  all  materia, 
evidence  has  been  obtained,  and  the  protestants  claim  that  the  mer- 
chandise is  an  American  manu&cture,  as  made  from  the  remnants  of 
bags  originally  imported  filled  with  coffee,  sugar,  etc.  To  this  we  can 
not  consent,  as  all  the  evidence  shows  that  the  merchandise  is  imported 
as  bags,  sold  as  bags,  dried  as  bags,  sometimes  resold  without  repair 
as  bags,  mended  as  bags,  and  finally  put  upon  the  market  as  mended 
bags.  They  have  not,  as  a  whole,  been  transformed  into  a  new  or  dif- 
ferent article,  with  a  distinctive  name,  character,  or  use.  We  find 
that  a  considerable  proportion  of  the  bags  is  not  repaired  at  all,  and 
another  considerable  proportion  is  repaired  but  slightly.  The  assistant 
appraiser  could  not  recall  having  seen  a  single  bag  in  as  bad  a  condi- 
tion as  an  exhibit  offered  by  the  appellants ;  he  estimated  that  the  re- 
pairs would  not  be  less  than  10  per  cent  nor  more  than  20  i)er  cent, 
conceding  that  in  a  few  instances  such  work  would  be  more  than  lOO 
per  cent.  These  discrepancies  are  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the 
portion  of  the  merchandise  thus  brought  in  not  fit  for  repair  as  bags  is 
sold  by  the  sugar  importers  for  other  uses. 

These  various  protests  cover  sugar  bags,  coffee  bags,  and  other  l)ag> 
made  in  this  country  from  new  material,  and  their  weight  is  as  follows : 
For  the  sugar  bags,  IJ  ppundseach  ;  for  the  coffee  bags,  J  pound  each  : 
for  the  American  made  bags,  f  pound  each. 

The  protestants  claim  that  the  value  of  the  sugar  and  coffee  bags  is 
enhanced  from  100  to  150  per  cent  by  cost  of  selecting  the  good  from 
the  bad,  by  drying  by  steam  or  in  the  air,  and  by  repairing,  and  that 
more  than  half  require  patching.  The  coffee  bags  are  bought  at  3* 
and  4  cents  each,  and  sold  at  6i  and  7  cents  each,  and  the  coffee  biigs 
are  mostly  resewed  in  an  additional  seam  across  and  1  inch  above 
the  bottom  of  the  bag.  The  cost  of  the  manufacture  of  a  new  bag  i'- 
about  25  per  cent  of  its  value,  i.  <?.,  li  to  2  cents  each. 

The  so-called  processes  of  manufacture  are  elaborately  described  by 
the  protBvStants  as  drying,  sorting,  repairing,  and  baling,  to  which 
cartage  is  added  to  make  up  the  estimate  of  remanufacture.  Before 
purchase  for  repairs,  the  sugar  bags  have  been  steamed  or  washed,  m 
order  to  extract  all  the  sugar,  and  this  steaming  makes  the  dryinj; 
necessary.  The  coffee  bags  do  not  require  washing.  The  drying  i< 
denominated  a  process,  because  in  some  cases  it  is  done  by  steam,  when 
by  means  of  two  endless  belts  the  bags  are  carried  85  feet  through  a 
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\rarm  room  and  oome  oat  dry,  at  the  rate  of  30,000  a  day,  and  other- 
wise they  are  dried  out  of  doors.  The  drying  is  claimed  by  the  pro- 
t^stantB  to  cost  1  cent  per  bag  after  including  the  expense  of  carting 
from  the  refinery,  and  this  is  further  advanced  to  one  cent  and  a  quar- 
ter after  including  sorting,  baling,  and  a  second  carting. 

The  witnesses  introduced  before  us  in  behalf  of  the  collector  were 
engaged  in  the  same  business,  and  made  estimates  of  cost  differing  from 
those  of  the  appellants. 

We  find  afi  facts — 

{1)  That  the  so-called  coffee  and  sugar  bags  are  merchandise  made  of 
foreign  material  which  has  never  paid  duty. 

;2)  They  have  been  brought  in  as  the  containers  of  coffee  and  sugai*, 
and  after  necessary  repairs,  are  exported  containing  grain. 

(3)  They  are  returned  empty  after  such  exportation,  for  the  purpose 
of  reimportation  as  before. 

(•i)  That  before  repairs,  they  are  fit  to  carry  potatoes  and  other 
cuarse  merchandise,  and  after  repairs  they  are  fit  for  grain,  or  for  any 
use  to  which  coarse  bags  are  put. 

;^5)  That  the  average  cost  of  repairs  is  1  cent  per  bag. 

(6)  If  any  of  the  bags  have  undergone  such  repair  as  to  constitute  a 
valid  claim  to  remanufacture,  they  are  indiscriminately  mingled  with 
those  which  have  undergone  no  such  processes  of  remanufacture,  and  all 
the  goods  are  claimed  in  the  protests  to  be  free  under  paragraph  493, 
or  under  the  Treasury  circular  of  October  20, 1890, 8ynox)sis  10291,  and 
the  Department  letter  of  June  11,  1891,  Synopsis  11263. 

The  latter  may  be  presumed  to  refer  to  the  proviso  to  section  7  of 
the  act  of  February  8,  1875,  inasmuch  as  the  language  of  the  section  is 
quoted  in  the  letter.  But  we  have  heretofore  held  that  the  act  of  Oc- 
tober 1,  1890,  is  a  substitute  for  all  prior  tariff  legislation,  and  para- 
graph 493  of  the  free  list  discriminates  between  several  articles  of 
American  manufacture,  and  two  others,  namely,  ^'quicksilver  flasks 
or  bottles,"  which  may  be  **of  either  domestic  or  foreign  mauufac- 
nire." 

We  decline  to  consider  the  steaming  and  drying  which  has  been 
done  to  these  bags,  and  the  sorting,  baling,  inspecting,  and  cartage  as 
processes  of  manufacture,  and  we  decide  that  the  darning  and  patching 
described  by  the  witnesses  and  as  shown  by  the  exhibits  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  constitute  an  American  manufacture. 

For  these  reasons  we  sustain  the  assessment  of  duty  made  by  the 
collector. 


1058 

(13369— G.  A.  1749.) 

Free  enti^ — WeariTig  apparel^  ball  dresses,  etc. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  13, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  31021a,  of  Anna  L^cord,  agrainst  the  decisiou  of  the  collector  of  cu»- 
toms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  char^able  on  certain  so-called  personal 
effects,  imported  per  La  Br^agne,  November  11,  1891. 

Opinion  by  S0MBRVII.LK,  OenenU  Appraiser . 

The  merchandise  consists  of  the  following  articles : 

(1)  Certain  cooking  utensils  and  other  household  effects,  formerly 
belonging  to  one  George  Lacord,  an  alien,  who  died  in  Paris  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1891,  of  which  the  decedent  had  been  in  possession  for  more 
than  one  year  prior  to  his  death.  These  articles  are  particularly 
described  in  the  accompanying  papers  of  the  case,  and  are  the  prop 
erty  of  the  protestant,  who  claims  them  by  inheritance  through  her 
deceased  husband.  The  goods  are  not  intended  for  any  other  person 
or  persons,  nor  for  sale. 

(2)  Four  dresses  of  the  material  stated  in  the  collector's  report,  one 
of  them  being  a  handsome  evening  dress  and  two  of  them  handsome 
silk  ball  dresses,  and  also  one  satin  opera  cloak. 

(3)  These  goods  were  brought  to  the  United  States  by  Mrs.  Anna 
Lacord,  the  widow  of  the  said  George  Lacord,  and  her  daughter.  Miss 
Fernando  Lacord,  who  arrived  in  "New  York  from  France  on  Septem- 
ber 13,  1891,  as  passengers  on  the  steamer  La  Bretagne. 

(4)  Mrs.  Lacord  is  a  dressmaker  by  trade,  and  has  resided  for  many 
years  in  New  York  City,  and  is  the  head  of  a  family  of  children  who 
reside  in  the  same  household  with  her. 

The  merchandise  is  claimed  to  be  free  of  duty  as  household  eflFects 
and  wearing  apparel,  under  the  provisions  of  the  new  tariff  act  of 
1890. 

We  are  of  opinion  that  the  household  effects  are  free  of  duty  under 
paragraph  516  of  said  tariff  act,  the  use  and  possession  of  the  husband 
inuring  to  the  benefit  of  his  wife  and  children ;  and,  if  not  under  that 
paragraph,  then  under  paragraph  752,  as  ''personal  effects  (not  mer- 
chandise) of  persons  arriving  in  the  United  States.''  This  would  seem 
to  follow  from  the  principle  that  the  domicile  of  the  husband  governs 
that  of  his  wife  and  minor  children. 

As  to  the  wearing  apparel,  we  find  that  the  ball  dresses  were  not 
necessary  and  appropriate  for  the  use  of  said  claimant  for  the  purposes 
of  her  journey  or  present  comfort  and  convenience. 

The  other  articles  of  wearing  apparel  we  find  were  actually  in  use  by 
the  owner  and  were  necessary  and  appropriate  for  the  use  of  such  i>er- 


1059 

son  for  the  purpose  of  her  jouruey  and^or  her  present  comfort  and  coii- 
renienee,  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  752  of  said  tariff  act.  (G. 
A.  1264;  Astor  vs.  Merrill,  111  U.  8.,  202.) 

We  accordingly  affirm  the  collector's  decision  as  to  the  two  silk  ball 
dresses  and  reverse  it  as  to  the  other  articles,  including  the  remainder 
of  the  wearing  apparel  and  the  household  effects. 


(13370— G.  A.  1750.) 
Fans, 
Before  the  U.  S.  Geneml  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  15,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protoBt,  14488  &-9487,  of  Measra.  Marshall  Field  A  Co.,  aflrainst  the  decision 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Chicago  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  fans  and  manufactures  of  wood,  imported  per  Zambezi,  February  29, 1802. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinsou ,  General  Appraiaer. 

The  goods  are  fans,  which  were  assessed  for  duty  at  35  per  cent,  under 
paragraph  230,  N.  T.,  and  which  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  25  per 
cent,  under  paragraph  425. 

The  frame  of  the  fan  is  bamboo  and  the  covering  or  body  is  made  of 
two  folds  of  paper,  coated  red  and  then  printed  with  a  floral  design. 

We  find  that  the  fans  are  manufactures  of  wood  and  of  paper  com- 
mercially known  as  surface-coated  paper. 

Whichever  of  the  two  materials  is  the  component  of  chief  value,  the 
rate  of  duty  is  35  per  cent. 

The  protest  must,  therefore,  be  overruled. 


(13371— G.  A.  1751.) 
Sled  toire  rods. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  15, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  19010>11  a.  of  R.  H.  WolflTA  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  coils  of 
steel,  imported  per  OaUleo,  May  21, 1891 ;  Francisco,  June  15, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  coils  of  flat  steel,  measuring  about  three-fourths  of 
an  inch  in  width  by  No.  14  wire  gauge  in  thickness.  Duty  was  as- 
sessed under  paragraph  146,  K  T. 

Paragraph  147,  under  which  the  appellants  claim,  provides  a  duty 
of  sixth-tenths  of  1  cent  a  pound  for  steel  wire  rods,  flat  or  in  any  other 
shape,  in  coils  or  otherwise,  valued  at  3i  cents  or  less  a  pound,  and  not 
smaller  than  No.  6  wire  gauge. 


1060 

We  find  that  the  goods  in  question — 

(1)  Are  commercially  known  as  wire  rods,  and  are  in  fact  rods  de- 
signed for  and  used  in  making  wire. 

(2)  Computing  the  width  and  thickness,  they  are  not  smaller  than 
ISo.  6  wire  gauge. 

(3)  They  cost  less  than  3i  cents  a  pound. 
The  protest  is  sustained. 


(13372— G.  A.  1752.) 
Eo<^  candy. 


Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  15, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  161^6-7477,  of  Wing  Fimg  Sl  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  (he  ooUector 
of  oastoms  at  San  Franoisoo  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  rock 
candy,  imported  per  Oadie^  June  14, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkivbon,  Oeneral  Appraiter. 

The  goods  are  lumps  of  amber-colored  saccharine  matter,  about  the 
size  of  lumps  of  crushed  sugar.  But  lumps  of  sugar  are  composed  of 
distinct  grains,  while  a  lump  of  the  article  in  question  is  a  solid  mass 
in  crystalline  form. 

The  merchandise  is  invoiced  as  rock  candy,  and  we  find  that  it  is 
rock  candy,  and  that  it  is  not  commercially  known  as  sugar. 

The  claim  that  it  is  exempt  from  duty  under  paragraph  726,  N.  T., 
is  overruled,  and  the  assessment  of  duty  at  5  cents  a  pound  under  par- 
agraph 238  is  affirmed. 


(13373— G.  A.  1753.) 

Marble — SocalUd  onyx  vases,  columns,  etc. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisei-s  at  New  York,  September  15, 1892. 


In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  142S&-7b,  142606,  14301-36.  and  14441 6.  of  James  E.  Caldwell  &  Co.. 
aeainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount 
of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  marble,  stone,  manufactures  of,  imported  per  the  vessels  Darned 
and  on  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  accompany  ing  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  vases,  columns,  and  clock  cases,  assessed  for  duty  as 
manufactures  of  marble  at  50  per  cent,  under  paragraph  125,  N.T.. 
and  claimed  to  be  dutiable  as  manufactures  of  onyx  at  20  per  cent, 
under  the  provision  of  section  4  for  nonenumerated  manufactured  arti- 
cles. 
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We  find— 

(1)  The  articles  are  made  of  a  subBtance  which  is  commonly  known 
as  ODyx  or  onjrx  marble,  bnt  which  is  not  in  fact  onyx. 

(2)  They  are  manofactnreB  of  marble. 

The  merchandise  being  specially  provided  for  in  paragraph  125,  the 
claim  that  it  is  dntiable  tinder  section  4  is  hereby  overruled. 
Reference  is  made  to  O.  A.  1240. 


(13374— G.  A.  1754.) 
8Uk  elastic  cards  and  braids. 
Before  the  IT.  S.  Gteneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  16, 1892. 

In  the  mAtter  of  the  protest,  2S147  <»-7509,  of  Calhoun,  Bobbins  it  Go.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
silk  elastic  cords  and  braids,  imported  per  OtMiat  January  19, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sbabksitb,  Oeneral  Appraiaer. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  goods  covered  by  this  protest  are — 

(1)  Elastic  oval  braids  composed  of  silk  and  India  rubber,  of  which 
materials  silk  is  the  greater  in  valne. 

(2)  Elastic  cords  composed  of  India  rubber  and  silk,  India  rubber 
the  chief  component  material  of  value  and  in  quantity. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  these  goods  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  412,  N.  T.  The  appellants  claim  that  they  are  dutiable  at 
•30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  460,  N.  T. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  this  claim  as  to  the  silk  elastic  cords  is 
well  founded.  Silk  elastic  cords  and  silk  elastic  braids  are  terms  of 
commercial  designation,  and  had  Congress  provided  for  them  in  para- 
graph 412  by  their  trade  names  and  without  limitations  we  would  hold, 
as  we  did  in  the  case  of  cotton  elastic  webbing,  that  the  quantity  or 
value  of  the  India  rubber  entering  into  the  fabrication  of  the  goods  was 
not  a  material  factor  in  their  classification  for  duty.  Paragraph  412, 
however,  provides  only  for  cords  and  braids  made  (chiefly)  of  silk,  or  of 
which  silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value.  The  cords  in 
qaestion  are  not  of  such  a  description.  They  are  made  chiefly  of  India 
rubber  and  have  India  rubber  as  a  component  material  of  chief  value, 
hence  they  are  excluded  from  classification  under  paragraph  412,  and 
fell  within  the  provisions  of  paragraph  460,  as  claimed  by  the  appel- 
lants. 

We  sustain  the  protest  as  to  the  silk  elastic  cords  and  overrule  the 
protest  with  regard  to  the  silk  braids. 
71 
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(13375— G.  A.  1755.) 
Floioera,  grasses,  sheaves  of  wheat,  etc. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  16, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protesta,  21032  a,  etc.,  of  F.B.  MoAUiBterefo^.,  afirainst  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  flowers,  etc.. 
imported  per  the  vessels  named  and  on  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  accompanying  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Shabbbtts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  protests  in  question  cover  the  following  articles,  namely:  (1) 
Dried  immortelle  flowers  (yellow),  in  a  natural  state.  (2)  Immortelle 
flowers  (purple),  not  crude,  but  dyed.  (3)  Dyed  grasses,  natural.  (4) 
Heads  and  stalks  of  bearded  wheat,  pulled  before  the  grain  was  <le 
veloped  and  bleached  with  the  fumes  of  sulphur  or  by  other  artificial 
means.  ' 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  dyed  and  natural  flowers  at  20  per  cont 
and  10  per  cent  ad  valorem  respectively,  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  section  4,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  and  upon  the  natural 
grasses  and  bleached  stalks  and  heads  of  wheat  at  10  per  cent  and  30 
per  cent  ad  valorem  respectively,  under  section  4  and  paragraph  460 
of  said  act. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  three  first  named  classes  of  goods  are 
entitled  to  free  entry  under  paragraph  653,  and  that  the  bleached  hBads 
and  stalks  of  wheat  are  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  unenn- 
merated  manufactured  articles,  under  section  4  of  the  present  act  The 
Board,  in  G.  A.  977,  decided  that  dyed  flowers  were  not  entitled  to  free 
entry.  We  adhere  to  the  correctness  of  that  decision,  and  overrule 
the  protest  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  dyed  immortelles. 

Regarding  the  bleached  wheat,  the  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  they 
are  not  straw  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute.  The  claim  of  the  ap- 
pellantfi  that  this  portion  of  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  being  in  accordance  with  the  ruling  of  the  Board  in  G.  A. 
977,  we  sustain  the  protest  relative  thereto. 

The  Board,  in  G.  A.  1269,  decided  that  natural  flowers  were  not  en- 
titled to  free  entry  as  drugs.  In  the  present  case,  the  appellants  claim 
free  entry  of  the  natural  flowei-s  and  grasses,  under  paragraph  653,  and 
we  find  as  a  fact  that  the  same  are  vegetable  substances,  crude  and  un- 
manufactured. This  claim,  therefore,  seems  to  be  well  founded.  Para- 
graph 744  of  the  act  of  1883  limited  the  free  entry  of  vegetable  sub- 
stances to  such  as  were  suitable  for  bedding  or  mattresses.  Paragraph 
653  of  the  present  act  imposes  no  limitation,  but  permits  the  free  eutr>' 
of  moss,  sea  weeds,  and  vegetable  substances,  crude  and  unmanufac- 
tured.   There  is  sufficient  similarity  between  dried  moss  and  dried 
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flowers  and  graases  to  lead  to  a  reasonable  snpposition  that  they  are 
the  dasB  of  v^etable  substances  provided  for  in  this  paragraph.  This 
supposition  is  strengthened  by  the  fact  that  paragraph  630  of  the  pres- 
ent act  was  narrowed  so  as  to  exclnde  the  goods  in  question  therefrom, 
while  paragraph  653  was  enlarged  seemingly  to  include  them. 

Under  the  act  of  1883,  paragraph  636  was  held  to  be  broad  enough 
to  admit  the  free  entry  of  dried  grasses  and  flowers,  while  paragraph 
744  excluded  them  from  free  entry  thereunder.  For  good  and  suffi- 
cient reasons,  Ck>ngre8S  seems  to  have  merely  transposed  the  provisions 
for  the  free  entry  of  the  merchandise  like  that  in  question.  The  pro- 
tests covering  the  immortelles,  not  dyed,  and  natural  grasses  are  sus- 
tained. 

(13376— G.  A.  1756.) 

(1)  Free  entry  American  whisky  returned — (2)  Errors  in  invoice. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  16, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  1S604  6,  of  Bach,  Meeae  &  Co.,  against  the  deoLsion  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Saa  Franclsoo,  Cal.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
American  whisky,  imported  per  UmaiiUa,  April  6, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sbariubttb,  Oenenxl  Appraiser. 

The  &ct8  in  this  case  are  as  follows : 

The  api>ellants  in  1891  shipped  inbottles  to  Victoria,  British  Columbia, 
a  quantity  of  wine  and  whisky,  the  produce  or  manufacture  of  the 
United  State&  These  liquors  were  unclaimed  and  remained  in  ware- 
hoQse  at  Victoria  without  enti*y  thereof  until  the  appellants  ordered 
their  return  to  the  United  States,  information  having  been  received  by 
them  that  the  liquors  were  shortly  to  be  sold  as  unclaimed  goods  by 
the  British  Columbia  customs  authorities. 

The  forwarding  agent  at  Victoria,  without  having  knowledge  of  the 
contents  of  the  bottles,  invoiced  the  merchandise  as  10  cases  California 
wine,  and  through  inadvertence  free  entry  was  made  tiiereof  as  wines 
of  American  n^anufacture,  at  San  Francisco,  the  port  of  importation 
and  also  of  exx)ortation,  bond  being  given  to  produce  the  certificate  re- 
qnired  by  law  as  to  the  identity  of  the  goods. 

It  further  appears  that  such  certificate  was  produced  and  the  bond 
canceled,  and  that  proof  satisfactory  to  the  collector  was  furnished  of 
the  domestic  origin  of  the  liquor. 

In  view,  however,  of  the  erroneous  specification  in  the  invoice  and 
entry,  the  collector,  although  expressing  the  opinion  that  there  was  no 
fraudulent  intent  on  the  part  of  the  appellants,  assessed  duty  upon  the 
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liquor  at  the  rate  of  $2.50  per  gallon,  and  upon  the  bottles  containing 
the  same  3  cents  each,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  para- 
graphs 329  and  336  of  the  present  act. 

In  the  absence  of  fraud,  the  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  mer- 
chandi^  is  entitled  to  free  entry  under  paragraph  493,  subject  to  the 
qualifications  imposed  by  section  22,  act  October  1,  1890. 

The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained.  v 

j; — 


(13377— G.  A.  1757.) 
Pr€cion8  stones^  tiger  eye,  and  crocidolite  umbrella  handles,  glass  and  mineral. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  17, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28122a,  Of  Switser  &  SchwMel,  affainst  the  deoialon  of  the  oalleotor  of 
customs  at  Xew  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  ornamental 
bandies  for  canes,  etc.,  imported  per  Columbiay  August  81, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabpk,  Otiural  Apprai$er. 

The  merchandise  consists  of  ornamental  handles  for  canes,  umbrella 
sticks,  and  similar  articles,  and  they  are  fitted  with  a  metal  screw  to 
be  introduced  into  the  stick. 

The  two  official  samples  are  circular  in  form,  li  inches  in  length, 
with  a  bevelled  edge  at  the  top.  The  top  of  the  handle  is  known  in 
trade  as  aventurine  or  gold  stone,  or  imitation  thereof  made  of  glass 
and  other  materials  flecking  the  substance  with  minute  yellow  scales, 
and  there  is  a  square  set  into  the  top,  being  a  composition  imitating 
agate  and  lapis  lazuli. 

In  Exhibit  1  the  body  of  the  handle  is  composed  of  tiger  eye  or  cro- 
cidolite, and  in  Exhibit  2  the  body  of  the  handle  is  called  by  the  trade 
jaspis,  a  natural  mineral. 

The  appraiser  returned  glass  chief  value,  but  the  testimony  we  have 
taken  does  not  sustain  such  return,  and  we  find  that  in  either  exhibit 
the  mineral  is  chief  value. 

We  find  the  facts  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  and  we  also  find 
that  in  trade  and  commerce  tiger  eye  and  jaspis  are  reckoned  among 
the  precious  stones,  and  we  sustain  the  alternative  claim  of  the  protest 
that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  under  section  4  of  the  present  tariff 
at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
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(1337^—0.  A.  1758.) 

Beligiaus  medals. 

Before  the  XJ.  S.  (General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  17, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  126615,  of  J.  DuUaffhan  &  Son,  Against  the  deotoioB  of  the  ooUector  of 
cnntotnii  at  Chicago,  HI.,  as  to  the  rate  ana  amoantof  daties  ohargeable  on  certain  religious 
medals,  imported  per  MajtiUe,  December  4. 1801. 

Opinion  by  Wilxihbon,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  claim  is  that  certain  religious  medals  are  exempt  from  duty, 
under  i>aragraph  693,  N.  T.,  as  church  regalia. 

The  articles  are  small  medals  made  of  silver  or  imitation  silver,  and 
are  of  the  kind  commonly  worn  upon  the  person  from  devotional  mo- 
tives or  for  religious  purposes.  They  are  not  insignia  of  rank  or  em- 
blems x>eculiar  to  public  religious  exercises,  and  are  not,  therefore,  pro- 
vided for  under  paragraph  692. 

In  accordance  with  previous  rulings  of  the  Board,  the  assessment  of 
duty  at  45  per  cent  is  affirmed. 


(13379— G.  A.  1759.) 
EegaUa — Highland  costume  far  military  company  not  free  as. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  17,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  223SOa,  of  the  Morris  European  and  American  Express  Company. 
limited,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  Yorlt  as  to  the  rate  ana 
amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  manufactures  of  leather,  etc.,  imported  per  Devonia. 
April  ao,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkimsok,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  consists  of  a  set  of  bagpipes,  a  doublet,  vest,  plaid, 
kilt^  hose,  dirk,  claymore,  brooch,  and  various  similar  articles  im- 
ported by  the  Ghisolm  Highland  Guards,  and  claimed  to  be  exempt  ft*om 
duty  on  the  ground  that  the  said  company  was  organized  under  the 
Ohio  State  laws  for  military,  educational,  and  scientific  purposes. 

Beyond  the  allegation  of  the  protest  there  is  nothing  before  us  to 
show  that  the  Highland  Guards  is  a  '*  society  incorporated  or  estab- 
lished solely  for  educational,  philosophical,  literary,  or  religious  pur- 
poses." But  even  if  such  were  the  fact,  paragraph  692,  N.  T.,  under 
which,  presumably,  relief  is  sought,  provides  free  admission  only  for 
'^r^^lia,  gems,  statuary,  and  specimens  of  sculpture."  The  article 
in  question  are  not  embraced  in  this  category. 

The  protest  is  overruled. 
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(13380.-0.  A.  1760.) 

Miners^  hats  of  wool  and  resin. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appmsers  at  !New  York,  September  17, 1892. 

lu  the  matter  of  the  protest,  29977  a,  of  L.  Topi  its  &  Co..  afirainst  the  decision  of  the  oolleotor  of 
customs  at  New  Yorlc  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  auties  chargeable  on  certain  miners*  hats 
of  wool  and  resin,  imported  per  L,  Monarthj  January  19, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shabbetts,  OtneraH  Appraiser, 

The  goods  in  question  are  molded  into  the  form  of  hats  and  are  in- 
voiced as  hats.  They  are  intended  to  be  worn  by  miners,  and  are  com- 
posed of  resin  and  wool.  Duty  was  assessed  upon  these  articles  at  16i 
cents  per  pound  and  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  393,  as 
hats  of  wool. 

The  appellants  claim  the  articles  to  be  dutiable  at  10  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  24,  as  resin  advanced  in  condition  by  a  pro- 
cess of  manufacture,  or  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  4,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

The  Board  is  in  possession  of  a  quantitative  analysis  of  a  sample  of 
the  merchandise  and  the  relative  value  per  x>ound  of  the  several  com- 
X>onent  parts  thereof,  and  we  find  as  facts  that  wool  is  the  component 
material  of  chief  value  entering  into  the  fabrication  of  the  goods  iu 
question  and  that  they  are  hats  of  wool. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


ERRATUM. 


The  eighth  line  of  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  U.  8.  General  Ap- 
praisers of  July  30, 1892  (G.  A.  1650),  shouldlcommenoe  with  the  word 
** Technically"  instead  of  ^* Mechanically,"  as  printed. 


TaauLsuBT  DxPABTMEirr, 
Doeament  No.  1561. 
Secrtiary — Oustoma. 


} 


TO  OOLLEOTOES  OF  CUSTOMS. 


Treasury  Department, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.  C,  November  1,  1892. 
The  following  decisions  of  the  Department  and  of  the  Board  of 
United  States  (Jeneral  Appraisers  at  the  port  of  New  York,  in  the  months 
of  September  and  October,  1892,  upon  the  construction  to  be  given  to 
acts  of  Congress  relating  to  the  tariflf,  navigation,  and  other  subjects, 
are  published  for  the  info]^mation  and  guidance  of  officers  of  the  cus- 
toms and  others  concerned.     The  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers  will  go  into  eflfect  after  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  thereof,  unless,  in  the  meanwhile,  appeal  has  been  taken  under  the 
provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  in  which  case  you 
will  be  advised,  and  action  will  be  suspended  under  such  decisions  un- 
til the  qnestions  involved  are  judicially  determined.     (See  circular  of 

Xovember  15,  1890,  Synopsis  10369.) 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(13381.) 

Circular, — Values  of  foreign  coins, 

TREAsritY  Depabtment, 

Bureau  of  the  Mint, 
Washington,  D.  C,  October  1,  1892. 
Sir  :  In  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  I 
present  in  the  following  table  an  estimate  of  the  values  of  the  standard 
coins  of  the  nations  of  the  world : 

Values  of  foreign  cains. 


Country. 


standard. 


Arsrentine 
public. 


Gold  and  sil- 
ver. 


Gold 


BeljgiMin...»^... 
BoIiTlA....^*. 


I 


Gold  and  sil- 
ver. 

SUver , 

Gold 


1  If 

Monetary  unit,  j    .S  *  j-' 

> 


Coins. 


Peso SO.  96, 5 


Crown ,      .20,3 


Franc 


••«•«•■••• 


.19,8 


72 


Boliviano .61,6 

MUreis I      .54,6 
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Gold:  Argentine  ($4.82,4)  and  >^  ar- 
gentine. Stiver :  peso  and  divisions. 
'Gold:    Former    system — 4   florins 
92,9),  8   florins  ($3.85,8),  duoat 
28,7).  and  4  ducats  ($9.15,8).  SU- 
ver :  1  and  2  florins. 
Present  system— Gold:    20  crowns 

(S4.06,2)  and  10  crowns  ($2.02,6). 
Gold:   10   and  20   ftuncs.    Silver:  5 

ftranos. 
Silver :  Boliviano  and  divisions. 
Gold :  6, 10,and  20  milreis.    Silver:  H» 
1,  and  2  milreis. 
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Values  of  foteign  coins. — Ck)nti]med. 


fi-o 


Country. 


Standard.     !  Monetary  unit,  i    B^,h 

ee  CO 


Coins. 


British    Posses-  |  Qold 
sions    N.     A.  I 
(except   New- 
foundland). 

Central    Ameri-  . 
can  States — 

Costa  Rica 

Ouatemala 

Honduras 

Nicaraifua 

Salvador 

Chile 


Dollar SI.  00 


Silver ■  Peso. 


Qold  and  sil-    Peso, 
ver. 


China 

Colombia. 
Cuba 


Denmark 
Ecuador.. 


Silver.'. 

Silver 

Qold  and  sil- 
ver. 

Gold 

Silver 


r Shanghai 
TaeH  Haikwan 

t  (Gust's). 
Peso ' 


Peso. 


I 


Egrypt Qold 


Finland. 
France .. 


Crown 

Sucre.. 


Pound  (100  pi- 
asters). 


German  Empire. 
Great  Britain 


Gold 


Gold  and  sil- 
ver. 

Gold 

Gold 


Greece. 
Hayti .. 
India... 
Italy .... 
Japan .. 


Gold  and  sil- 
ver. 

Gk)ld  and  sil- 
ver. 

Silver 


Mark.. 
Franc. 


Mark. ' 

Pound  sterling. 


Liberia. 
Mexico . 


Gold  and  sil 

ver. 
Gold     and 

silver.  * 

Gold 

Silver 


Drachma. 
Gourde.... 

Rupee 

Lira 


} 


v^«      /Gold... 
*®""  t  Silver.- 

Dollar 

Dollar 


Netherlands , 


Newfoundland... 

Norway 

Peru 

Portug:al 


Bussia. 
Spain.., 


Gold  and  sil- 
ver. 

Gold 

Gold 

Silver 

Gold 


Florin. 


Dollar .. 
Crown . 

Sol 

Milreis 


Silver Ruble. 


Sweden 

Switzerland 


Tripoli.. 


Gold  and  sil- 
ver. 

Gold 

Gold  and  sil- 
ver. 

Silver 


Peseta. 

Crown. 
Franc 


[Gold... 
(Silver- 


Turkey , 

Venezuela , 


Gold... 

Silver. 


Mahbub   of  20 
piaflters. 

Piaster 1 

Bolivar 


.61,6 

.01,2 

.91,0 
1.01,3 

.61,6 

,92.6 

.26,8 
.61,6 

4.94,3 

.19,8 

.19,3 

.23,8 
4.86,6>^ 

.19,8  i 

.96,5  ! 

.29,3  I 

.19,8  ' 

.99,7 
.66,4 
1.00 
.66,9 

.40,2 

1.01,4 

.26,8 

.61,6 
1.08 

.77,2 

.49,2 
.19,3 

.26,8 
.19,3 

.55,5 

.04,4 
.12,3 


Silver:  peso  and  divisions. 


Gold:  escudo  ($1.82,4),  doubloon 
(94.56,1),  and  condor  (99.12,8).  Sil- 
ver :  peso  and  divisions. 


Gold:    condor    $9.64,7)  and  double- 
condor.    Silver:  peso. 
Qold:    doubloon     (S5.01,7).      Silver: 

peso. 
Gk>ld :  10  and  20  crowns. 
Gold:  condor  (S9.64,7)  and  doublc-eon- 

dor.    Silver :  sucre  and  divisions. 
Qold:  pound  (100  piasters),  5,  10,30, 

and  50  piasters.    Silver :  1,  2,  5. 30. 

and  20  piasters. 
Gold:  20  marks  ($3.85,9),  10  marks 

($1.98). 
Qold:  5,  10,  20,  50,  and  100  francs. 

Silver:  5 Aranos. 
Gold :  5, 10,  and  20  marks. 
Gold :  sovereign  (pound  sterling)  and 

%  sovereign. 
Gold :  5, 10,  20,  50,  and  100  drachma. 

Silver:  5  drachmas. 
Silver:  gourde. 

Gold:  mohur ($7.10,5).  Silver:  rupee 
and  divisions. 

Gold :  5,  10,  20,  50,  and  100  lire.  Sil- 
ver :  5  lire. 

Gold:  1,  2,  5,  10,  and  20  yen. 

Silver:  yen. 

Gold :  dollar  (30.98,3),  2J^,  5,  10,  and 
20  dollars.  Silver:  dollar  (or  peso  > 
and  divisions. 

Gold:  10  florins.  Silver:  >^,  1,  and 
2"%  florins. 

Gold:  2  dollars  ($2.02,7). 

Gold:  10  and  20  crowns. 

Silver :  sol  and  divisions. 

Gold :  1.  2,  5,  and  lO.milreia. 

Gold:  imperial  ($7.71,8), and  }ri  impe- 
rial t  ($3.86). 

Silver :  ^,  ^.  and  1  ruble. 

Gold:  25  pesetas.    Silver:  Speseias. 

Gold :  10  and  20  crowns. 
Gold:  5,  10,  20,  50,  and  100  fVanca 
Silver :  5  fVancs. 


Gold :  25, 50, 100, 250,  and  500  piaster*. 
Gold:  5, 10,  20.  50,  and  100  bolivars. 
Silver:  5 bolivars. 


•  Gk>ld  the  nominal  standard.    Silver  practically  the  standard. 
t  Coined  since  January  1,  1886.    Old  half-imperial «  $3.98,6. 


Eespectfully,  yours, 
Hon.  Charles  Foster, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


EDWARD  O.  LEECH, 

Director  of  the  MinL 
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Tbeasuby  Department,  October  1,  1892. 

The  foregoing  estimate  by  the  Director  of  the  Mint  of  the  values 

of  foreign  coins  I  hereby  proclaim  to  be  the  values  of  such  coins  in 

terms  of  the  money  of  account  of  the  United  States,  to  be  followed  in 

estimating  the  value  of  all  foreign  merchandise  expor.ted  to  the  United 

States  on  or  after  October  1,  1892,  expressed  in  any  of  such  metallic 

currencies. 

CHAELBS  FOSTEE, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


(13382.) 
Brass  buttons. 

Treasuby  Depabtment,  October  1,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  26th  ultimo 
from  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York, 
in  which  he  reports  that  the  appeal  in  the  action  of  Ullmau  t?.  Erhardt 
(X.  S.  15760)  was  argued  by  him  in  the  United  States  circuit  court  of 
appeals  on  the  16th  of  May  last,  and  that  on  the  20th  of  July  last  the 
said  conrt  handed  down  a  decision  affirming  the  judgment  of  the  United 
States  circuit  court  at  New  York. 

It  appears  from  the  papers  in  the  case  that  Messrs.  Louis  Ullman 
^  al  imported  at  your  port  certain  metal  buttons  claimed  to  be  duti- 
able at  the  rate  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph 407,  Schedule  X,  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1883.  for  •*  Buttons 
*  *  *  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for  in  this  act,  not 
including  brass,  gilt,  or  silk  buttons,"  but  which  the  collector  classified 
as  manufactures  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for,  composed 
wholly  or  in  part  of  brass,  under  provisions  of  Schedule  C,  paragraph 
216,  of  said  act  5  that  upbn  trial  of  the  case  in  the  circuit  court  at  your 
I>ort  in  December,  1890,  the  contention  of  the  plaintiffs  was  sustained, 
and  that,  upon  advice  of  the  United  States  Attorney-General,  the  oase 
was  taken  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  by  a  writ  of  error,  and 
having  been  relegated  to  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals,  since 
established,  the  latter  has,  as  before  stated,  affirmed  the  decision  of  the 
court  below. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  plaintiffs  prevailed  throughout  in  their 
contention  that  the  term  '^  brass  buttons,"  as  used  in  paragraph  407  of 
the  act  of  1883,  was  intended  to  include  onlj^  such  buttons  as  are  com- 
mercially known  as  brass  buttons,  and  that  notwithstanding  the  fact 
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of  the  proof  adduced  that  certain  of  the  buttons  covered  by  the  suit 
were  actually  manufactured  from  brass,  they  were  not  to  be  excluded 
from  the  provision  for  buttons,  inasmuch  as  they  are  not  commercially 
known  as  brass  buttons. 

The  Government  having  exhausted  its  remedy  in  this  case,  you  are 
hereby  authorized  to  take  measures  looking  to  the  payment  of  the 
judgment,  and  you  will  apply  this  decision  to  all  similar  cases  pending 
at  your  port  arising  under  the  act  of  1883  where  the  requirementB  of 
law  as  to  protest,  appeal,  institution  of  suit,  etc.,  have  been  duly  com- 
plied with. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDme, 

(6263  0.)  Acting  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13383.) 

Oircular, — Importation  of  black  plate. 

Treasury  Department,  October  1,  1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Otistoms  : 

The  attention  of  the  Department  has  been  called  to  the  allegation 
that  black  plate  has  been  imported  under  evasive  descriptions  and  at 
less  than  the  legal  rate  of  duty  provided  by  paragraphs  142  and  144  of 
Schedule  C  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

In  order  to  guard  against  misleading  terms  in  entries  of  black  plate, 
the  attention  of  customs  officers  is  called  to  the  necessity  of  insisting 
that  consignees  of  such  merchandise  shall  comply  with  article  278  oi 
the  Treasury  Eegulations  of  1892,  which  prescribes  that  *'the  descrip- 
tion on  the  entryof  the  merchandise  shall  be  in  terms  of  the  tariff  laws.-' 

O.  L.  8PAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13384.) 
Drawback  on  Florida  water. 

Treasury  Department,  October  1,  1892. 

Sir:  On  the  exportation  of  Florida  water  manufactured  wholly  from 
essential  oils  and  imported  alcohol  of  foreign  production  a  drawback 
will  be  allowed  equal  in  amount  to  the  duties  paid  on  the  alcohol  used, 
less  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 
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The  entry  ander  which  the  merchandise  is  to  be  lad^n  must  show 
the  number  and  description  of  packages,  the  quantity  of  Florida  water 
in  each  style  of  package,  and  also .  the  quantity  of  alcohol  contained 
therein. 

The  quantity  of  alcohol  used  in  the  manufacture  shall  be  determined 
by  reference  to  the  gauge  of  the  exported  article  and  an  analysis  by  a 
Government  chemist  of  samples  taken  by  the  insp^ting  officer ;  but  in 
no  case  will  drawback  be  allowed  on  any  excess  over  the  quantity  in- 
dicated by  the  manufacturers'  formula,  a  certified  copy  of  which  shall 
be  filed  with  the  collector  at  the  port  where  claim  for  drawback  is  made. 

Upon  full  consideration  of  the  arguments  preseQt3d  by  various  parties 
in  favor  and  against  an  allowance  of  drawback  on  articles  manufactured 
from  reimported  domestic  alcohol,  the  Department  adheres  to  the  opinion 
expressed  in  its  letter  to  you  of  the  24th  of  February  last,  that  such  re- 
imported  alcohol  can  not  properly  be  treated  as  material  imported 
within  the  meaning  of  section  25  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(9951  /. )  A  ding  Secretary, 

CoLLEcrroR  of  Customs,  Neto  York. 


(13386.) 
Tracing  and  bookbinder^'  cloth. 

Treasury  Department,  October  1,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  duly  received  your  letter  of  July  28  last,  in 
which  you  state  that,  believing  '* tracing  cloth 'V  and  ^'bookbinders' 
cloth  "  to  be  properly  dutiable  as  countable  cotton  cloths,  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraphs  344  to  348  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  in 
harmony  with  the  principle  involved  in  the  decision  of  the  Board  of 
General  Appraisers  (G.  A.  67  and  G.  A.  208)  covering  ''Scotch  hol- 
lands,"  and  with  the  principle  enunciated  in  certain  decisions  of  the 
courts  referred  to  by  you,  you  returned  invoice  No.  1403  (Bradford, 
England,  February  25, 1892),  covering  such  merchandise,  to  the  ap- 
praiser, and  called  for  a  report  of  the  number  of  threads  per  square 
inch ;  and  inasmuch  as  that  officer  rex>orts  that  the  goods  are  not  count- 
able by'usual  methods,  you  request  that  he  be  instructed  to  follow  the 
rule  laid  down  by  the  court  in  Newman  v,  Arthur,  and  report  the  num- 
ber of  threads  i>er  square  inch  on  all  cotton  cloths  that  can  be  counted 
by  raveling  or  by  any  other  means,  usual  or  unusual,  and  especially  on 
** tracing  cloth"  and  "bookbinders'  cloth.'' 
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The  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  reports,  under  date  of  August 
3,  that  *' tracing  cloth''  and  ^* bookbinders'  cloth"  have,  for  a  long 
series  of  years,  been  classified  as  manufactures  of  cotton  not  otherwise 
provided  for,  and  cites  decisions  of  this  Department,  dated  March  16, 
1863,  January  7,  1879  (Synopsis  3834),  July  24,  1883  (Synopsis  5830), 
and  June  20,  1888  (Synopsis  8909),  wherein  it  is  held  that  such  mer- 
chandise is  not  dutiable  as  a  countable  cotton  cloth. 

The  provisions  of  the  tariff  act  of  October  1,  1890,  which  have  a 
bearing  upon  the  classification  of  ^ tracing  cloth"  and  "bookbinders' 
cloth,"  are  practically  identical  with  those  contained  in  the  tariff  acts 
of  March  3,  1883,  and  those  immediately  preceding ;  and  inasmuch  as 
it  is  a  well-settled  principle  of  law  that  a  long  acquiescence  in  a  regu- 
lation or  decision,  by  which  the  rights  of  parties  have  been  for  many 
years  determined  and  adjusted,  should  not  be  disregarded  unless  for 
the  most  cogent  and  persuasive  reasons,  the  Department  must  decline 
to  instruct  the  appraiser  as  requested,  no  such  reasons  being  apparent 
for  changing  the  long-existing  practice  in  the  classification  of  the  mer- 
chandise referred  to. 

EespectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1347  g. )  Acting  Secretary, 

Theo.  B.  Willis,  Esq., 

NavdL  Officer^  New  York. 


(13386.) 

Drawback  on   explosives — ^^^ina  dynamite,^ ^    ^^  blasting  gelatine,^-   and 

^^ gelatine  dynamite.^ ^ 

Tbeasuby  Department,  October  3,  1892. 

Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  the  various  forms  and  grades  of  explo- 
sives known  as  ^'^tna dynamite,''  *' blasting  gelatine,''  and  "gelatine 
dynamite,"  manufactured  by  the  Mtnsb  Powder  Company  of  Chicago, 
HI.,  in  part  from  imported  glycerine,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal 
in  amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  such  glycerine  used  in  the  manufacture, 
less  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 

The  quantity  of  the  glycerine  so  used  shall  be  computed  at  47.4 
pounds  thereof  for  each  100  pounds  of  nitroglycerine  contained  in  the 
exported  article. 

The  export  entry  must  show  the  number  and  size  of  cartridges  in 
each  package,  and  the  trade  numbers  by  which  the  several  forms  and 
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grades  of  dynamite  are  designated  must  appear  on  the  cases,  cartons, 
and  cartridges,  severally,  and  must  be  specified  in  the  entry  with  a 
designation  of  the  percentage  of  strength  represented  by  such  numbers. 
The  declaration  in  the  entry  as  to  the  quantity  of  nitroglycerine 
contained  in  each  kind  and  grade  of  dynamite  covered  thereby  and  the 
net  weight  of  such  dynamite  shall  be  verified  by  the  appraiser  upon 
analysis  and  weight  of  samples,  to  be  taken  by  the  inspecting  officer 
whenever  ordered  by  the  collector. 
EespectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  9PAULDING, 
(6990 /. )  Acting  Secretai^y, 

CoLLEcrroK  of  Customs,  New  York, 


(13387.) 
Uxamination  of  passengeis^  baggage. 

Treasury  Department,  Octobey-  4,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  27th  ultimo, 
which  presents  the  question  whether,  under  the  Regulations  of  1892,  it 
is  incombent  upon  you  to  detail  one  of  your  clerks  to  attend  upon  the 
examination  of  passengers'  baggage  upon  the  arrival  of  steamers  from 
foreign  ports. 

In  reply,  you  are  informed  that  it  has  for  some  years  been  the  prac- 
tice at  New  York  to  disx>ense  with  the  actual  presence  at  the  steamer 
of  a  clerk  from  the  naval  office.  The  clerk  who  is  detailed  by  the  col- 
lecter  at  that  port  to  collect  duty  from  passengers  submits  to  the  naval 
officer's  entry  clerk  all  the  dutiable  declarations  by  each  vessel,  with 
an  entry  covering  the  same  in  detail,  on  which  entry  the  duty  is  made 
up  as  on  other  entries.  The  naval- office  clerk  verifies  the  entry,  and, 
if  he  finds  it  correct,  checks  the  total  duty  and  the  separate  declara- 
tions.   The  latter  are  filed  in  the  naval  office  for  reference. 

The  appraiser  on  the  wharf  keeps  a  separate  record  of  all  dutiable 
declarations  and  of  the  duties  paid  thereon,  and  reports  the  same  to 
the  collector. 

The  Dex>artment  has  approved  this  plan,  and  you  are  hereby  author- 
ized to  apply  it  at  your  port. 

Bespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1811^.)  Acting  Secretai'y. 

Saval  Officer,  Baltimore^  Md.  * 
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(13388.) 
Artists  and  members  of  a  recognized  profession. 

Tbeasury  Depabtment,  October  4,  1892. 

Sib  :  Eeferring  to  your  letter  of  August  31,  supplemented  by  your 
letter  of  the  24th  instant,  in  which,  you  protest  against  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  alien  contract-labor  law,  permitting  foreign  musicians  to 
enter  this  country,  I  beg  to  say  that  the  Department  has  heretofore 
authorized  the  admission  of  foreign  musicians  coming  to  this  country 
under  contract  when  they  were  found  to  have  attained  such  standing 
and  excellence  in  their  calling  as  entitles  them  to  rank  as  artists. 

Section  5  of  the  act  approved  February  26, 1885,  excepts  artists  from 
the  provisions  of  that  act,  as  follows :  *'  Nor  shall  the  provisions  of  this 
act  apply  to  professional  actors,  artists,  lecturers,  or  singers." 

An  artist  is  defined  as  one  who  professes  and  practices  an  art  in 
which  science  and  taste  preside  over  the  manual  execution.  The  term 
is  particularly  applied  to  painters,  sculpters,  musicians^  singers,  and 
actors. 

One  who  has  taken  up  the  vocation  of  music  as  a  life  calling  is  an 
artist,  and  also  a  member  of  a  recognized  profession,  and,  coming  to  the 
United  States  an  alien,  under  a  contract  made  abroad,  to  follow  his  pro- 
fession in  this  country,  would  seem  to  be  entitled  to  land  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  5  of  the  contract-labor  law,  approved  February  26» 
1885,  and  section  5  of  the  immigration  act,  approved  March  3,  1891. 

It  is  suggested,  therefore,  that  you  protest  appeals  to  Congress  rather 

than  to  this  Department.       * 

EespectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

*  Acting  Secretary. 
Mr.  Alexandeb  Bbemen, 

President  Musical  Mutual  Protective  Union, 

310  East  Thirteenth  Street,  New  York,  N.  F. 


(13389.) 
Classification  of  bias  velveteen  dress  fa/sings, 

Tbeasuby  DEPABTMENt,  October  4,  1892. 

Sib  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  25th  of  August  last,  in  which 
you  state  that  it  has  been  your  practice  to  classify  ^'bias  velveteen 
dress  facings"  in  accordance  with  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Gen- 
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eral  Appraisers  (G.  A.  890)  dated  September  26,  1891,  I  have  to  in- 
form yon  that,  inasmnch  as  the  question  involved  in  said  decision  of 
the  Board  is  pending  in  the  courts  on  an  application  for  review,  under 
the  provisions  of  section  15,  act  of  June  10,  1890,  all  entries  of  such 
merchandise  liquidated  at  your  port  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  said 
decision,  and  within  one  year  prior  to  the  date  hereof,  should  be  reli- 
quidated  at  the  rate  of  14  cents  per  square  yard  and  20  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem, and  the  imx>orters  notified  of  the  additional  duty  due  as  per  such 
liquidation.     (See  section  21,  act  of  June  22,  1874.) 

Resi)ectfullv,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(356  g,)  Acting  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Cleveland^  Ohio, 


(13390.) 

AnimalB  for  breeding  purposes — Gestuetbuch  der  Rolsteinischen  Marachen 

(jstud  hook). 

Treasury  Department,  October  6,  1892. 

Sm:  Referring  to  Department's  printed  instructions  of  July  29, 
1892  (Synoj)8is  13043),  adding  the  name  of  the  Holsteinischen  Elb- 
marschen  Stud  Book  of  Germany  to  the  list  of  foreign  books  given  in 
Department's  circular  of  May  2,  1892  (Synopsis  12734),  concerning  the 
importation  of  animals  for  breeding  purposes,  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  482  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  I  inclose  herewith  a  copy 
of  a  note  received  from  Baron  von  Ketteler,  charge  d'affaires  of  the 
German  legation  at  this  capital,  from  which  it  appears  that  certain 
borses  are  shortly  to  be  imported  at  your  port  under  certificates  from 
said  stud  book,  and  request  is  made  that  free  entry  be  accorded  the 
animals,  as  meeting  the  requirements  of  the  above  provision  of  law. 
You  will  be  governed  accordingly. 

In  this  connection,  it  is  proper  to  note  that  Baron  Ketteler  states 
that  the  name  **Gestuetbuch  (stud  book)  der  Holsteinischen  Elbmar- 
schen"  has  been  changed  to  *'Gestuetbuch  (stud  book)  der  Holsteini- 
schen Marschen." 

Synopsis  13043  is  modified  accordingly. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(6842  g. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Detroit,  Mich, 


1076 

(13391.) 
Dutiable  weight  of  lead  ores — Moisture  in. 

Tkeasuky  Department,  October  5,  1892. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  13th  ultimo,  relative  to  the  ascer- 
tainment of  the  dutiable  weight  of  imported  lead  ores,  the  Department 
has  to  inform  you  that,  in  the  absence  of  any  provision  of  law  to  au- 
thorize any  allowance  or  deduction  on  account  of  moisture  contained  iu 
such  ores,  and  in  view  of  the  Department's  decision  of  February  3, 
1887  (Synojysis  8025),  in  pari  materia,  the  ores  in  question  can  not  be 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  general  rule  stated  in  article  850 
of  the  Customs  Eegulations  of  1892. 

The  views  expressed  in  said  decision  have  been  since  confirmed  by  a 
decision  of  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  eastern  district  of 
Pennsylvania   in  the  case  of  Edenshaw  v,  Oadwalader,  which  was 
affirmed  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  October  Term  of  1891. 
Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIKG, 
(1810  g, )  Acting  Secretary. 

CoLLEOTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  Nogdles,  Ariz. 


(13392.) 
Consular  invoices  for  gold  and  silver  bullion. 

Treasury  Department,  October  5,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  22d  ultimo,  inclosing  a  copy  of  dispatch  No.  130,  from  our  codsuI 
at  Tegucigalpa,  wherein  the  question  is  presented  whether  gold  and 
silver  bullion  shipped  from  the  mines  of  Honduras  to  the  United  States 
is  subject  to  the  requirement  of  a  consular  invoice,  and  to  state  in  re- 
ply that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Department,  such  invoice  may  be  dis- 
pensed with  in  cases  where  the  bi^^lion  is  imported  as  money,  hot  not 
when  imported  as  merchandise. 
Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1747  g, )  Acting  Secretary. 

Hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
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(13393.) 
Sheepskins  with  the  wool  on,  partially  tawned  or  tawed. 

Tkbasukt  Department,  October  5,  1892. 

SiE :  The  Department  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  3d  of  August 
last,  reporting  in  the  matter  of  the  classification  of  ^'sheepskins  with 
the  wool  on,  partially  tanned  or  tawed,^'  subject  of  certain  corresxxond- 
ence  referred  to  your  office  for  report  under  date  of  July  28  last. 

The  appraiser  in  his  report,  submitted  with  your  letter,  states  that 
but  one  shipment  of  skins  of  this  character  has  been  received  at  your 
port,  and  that  it  was  returned  for  duty  under  paragraphs  377,  384,  and 
387,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  at  the  rate  of  12  cents  per  pound  for  the 
vool,  while  the  skins  were  treated  as  raw  skins.  He  reports  that  the 
shipment  consisted  of  what  are  commercially  known  as  mat  skins,  be- 
ing alum-tanned  or  tawed,  and  similar  to  those  subject  of  Department's 
instructions  of  October  26,  1887  (Synopsis  8502),  held  therein  to  be 
properly  dutiable  as  '^ dressed  skins,''  under  paragraph  461,  act  of 
March  3,  1883 ;  reference  Is  also  made  to  the  decision  of  the  Board  of 
General  Appraisers  (G.  A.  985),  wherein  it  is  held  that  certain  scraps 
of  fur  or  waste  manufactured  into  *^  fur  plates  "  are  not  finished  skins 
such  as  are  provided  for  in  paragraph  456  of  the  act  of  October  1, 1890. 

The  appraiser  at  your  port  having  further  reported  that  he  is  officially 
advised  that  it  is  the  practice  at  New  York  and  Philadelphia  to  clas- 
sify sheepskins  of  this  character  as  dutiable  under  the  wool  schedule, 
while  at  Boston  and  Detroit  they  are  said  to  be  classified  under  para- 
graph 456  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  the  matter  was  referred  to  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York,  and  that  officer  reports,  under  date 
of  the  2d  ultimo,  that  skins  similar  to  those  under  consideration  do  not 
come  into  his  port.  The  appraiser  at  that  port  also  reports  that  no 
snch  skins  have  been  examined  or  classified  by  him,  and  that  without 
examiniDg  a  specimen  of  the  merchandise  he  is  not  prepared  to  say 
how  It  would  be  classified  by  him.  He  states,  however,  that  it  is  a  fact 
that  sheepskins  like  those  referred  to  are  suitable  only  for  manufacture 
into  mats,  and  that  the  wool  can  not  be  pulled  after  the  skins  have 
undergone  the  process  of  partial  tanning.    * 

This  whole  matter  was  carefully  considered  by  the  Department  be- 
fore issuing  the  instructions  of  October  26,  1887  (Synopsis  8502),  and 
DO  good  reason  is  perceived  for  deviating  from  the  practice  therein  out- 
lined, the  provision  of  paragraph  456,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  for  *' skins 
not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for,"  being  practically  identical 
vith  that  appearing  in  paragraph  461  of  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  under 
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which  it  was  held  by  this  Department  that  ^'  sheepskins  with  the  wool 
on,  partially  tanned  or  tawed,"  were  properly  dutiable. 

For  the  purpose  of  securing  uniformity  at  the  different  ports,  you 
will  therefore  classify  such  merchandise  under  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph 456  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  and  assess  duty  at  the  rate  of 
20  per  cent  thereon. 

Eespectfully,  youi's, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(1219^.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Chieagoj  lU. 


(13394.) 

> 
Ihrawback  on  hags. 

Treasury  Department,  October  5,  1892. 

Sir  :  Eeferring  to  your  letter  of  the  19th  of  July  last,  in  which  you 
request  that  the  regulations  governing  the  allowance  of  dfawback  on 
bags  be  so  modified  as  to  require  the  official  ascertainment  of  the 
weight  of  the  bags  instead  of  their  measurement,  the  Department  has 
to  inform  you  that,  upon  investigation,  such  change  of  method  does 
not  appear  to  be  advisable. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(1283  g,)  Acting  Secretary. 

F.  H.  Shallus,  Baltimore,  Md. 


(13395.) 
Calves  horn  of  American  cows  straying  across  the  line. 

Treasury  Department,  October  7,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  23d  ultimo* 
in  the  matter  of  the  assessiifient  of  duty  on  calves  born  on  Mexican  ter- 
ritory of  American  cows  which  have  be^n  astray  in  Sonora,  Mexico, 
and  are  brought  into  the  United  States  in  the  spring  and  fall  rodeos  or 
^  Roundups." 

You  state  that  a  large  portion  of  the  southern  border  of  your  district 
is  an  oi)en  range  without  fences  or  other  barriers  to  prevent  cattle  from 
roaming  at  will  across  the  boundary  line  into  both  countries,  and  that 


1079 

the  cattlemen  consider  it  a  great  hardship  and  injustice  to  be  reqnired 
to  pay  duty  on  calves  brought  with  their  cattle  from  Mexico  at  the 
semiannual  rodeos,  it  being  absolutely  impossible  to  determine  whether 
such  calves  were  born  in  the  United  States  or  in  Mexico,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  Mexican  cattlemen  claim  exemption  from  duty  in  the  case 
of  calves  imported  by  them  into  the  United  States  on  the  ground  that 
they  were  born  in  this  country. 

In  view  of  this  statement,  the  Department  is  of  opinion  that  calves 
born  of  cattle  astray  in  Mexico  may  be  properly  regarded  as  of  domestic 
origin,  and  admitted  to  free  entry  iu  the  absence  of, evidence  or  strong 
presumption  that  they  were  born  in  Mexico,  and  that  calves  born  of 
Mexican  cattle  should  be  treated  as  of  foreign  origin  in  th^  absence  of 
positive  evidence  that  they  were  born  in  the  United  States. 

The  Department  is  also  of  opinion  that  when  cattlemen  who  have 
ranches  on  both  sides  of  the  boundary'  line  use  the  same  brand  for  the 
cattle  on  their  American  and  on  their  Mexican  ranches,  such  brand 
should  not  be  recognized  as  evidence  of  the  domestic  origin  of  the  cattle 
ill  question. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDlkG, 
(6146/.)  Acting  Secretai^, 

CoLLECTOK  OF  CUSTOMS,  Nogales,  Ariz, 


(13396.) 
Name  of  purchaser  appearing  in  invoices  of  mineral  water. 

Treasury  Department,  October  7,  1892. 

Sir  :  This  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  Messrs.  Plate 
&  van  Heusde,  of  Amsterdam,  under  date  of  the  16th  of  July  last,  in 
which  thej'  complain  of  the  action  of  our  consul  at  Cologne  in  requir- 
ing the  name  of  the  purchaser  to  be  stated  in  invoices  of  mineral  water 
shippe^  by  them  as  sellers  *'to  the- order''  of  their  correspondents  in 
the  United  States. 

As  such  statement  is  not  required  either  by  law  or  regulations,  I 
have  the  honor  to  request  that  you  will  duly  advise  the  consul  at  Co- 
logne in  the  premises. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(1112  g.)  Acting  Secfretary, 

Hon.  Secretary  of  State. 
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(13397.) 
Abandonment  of  damaged  tobacco. 

Treasury  Department,  October  7,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  1st  instant, 
further  in  relation  to  the  duty  paid  on  certain  28  i>ouuds  of  damaged 
tobacco  which  was  abandoned  to  the  Government  under  the  pro\i8ions 
of  section  23  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

It  appears  that  the  importation  consisted  of  273  pounds,  and  that  the 
duty  was  paid  on  the  whole  quantity  before  the  examination  by  tlie 
appraiser,  and  it  is  therefore  understood  that  the  payment  was  inade 
before  the  liquidation,  and  was  in  the  nature  of  a  deposit. 

As  the  said  law  expressly  provides  that  the  importer  may  be  relieved 
from  the  payment  of  the  duties  on  the  portion  so  abandoned,  you  are 
authorized,  in  the  liquidation  of  the  entry,  to  assess  duty  only  on  so 
much  of  the  tobacco  as  was  not  abandoned  to  the  Government,  and  to 
refund  the  amount  deposited  in  excess  of  the  duty  so  assessed. 

Please  notice  that  in  such  cases  no  appraisement  of  damage  is  neces- 
sary, nor  is  the  cause  of  the  damage  to  be  inquired  into,  since  the  law 
takes  cognizance  only  of  the  **  invoice  value  or  quantity"  for  the  par- 
pose  of  determining  whether  or  not  the  abandoned  portion  amounts  to 
10  per  cent  of  the  whole  importation. 

Respectfullv,  vours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDmG, 

(1672 g.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Mobile,  Ala. 


(13398.) 
Circular — Direct-tax  refunding  act. 

Treasury  Department,  October  7,  1892. 

The  following  act  of  Congress  approved  March  2,  1891,  is  published 
for  the  information  of  those  it  may  concern. 

O.  L.  SPAULDmG, 

Acting  Secret/iry. 


AN  ACT  to  credit  and  pay  to  the  several  States  and  Territories  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  all  moneys  collected  under  the  direct  tax  levied  by  the  act  of  Congre* 
approved  August  fifth,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-one. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  Amenca  in  Congress  assembled,  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  credit  to  each  Stat«  and  ^Territory  of  the 
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United  States  and  the  District  of  Golnmbia  a  sam  equal  to  all  collec- 
tions by  set-off  or  otherwise  macle  from  said  States  and  Territories  and 
the  District  of  Colnmbia  or  from  any  of  the  citizens  or  inhabitants 
thereof  or  other  persons  under  the  act  of  Congress  approved  August 
tilth,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty  one,  and  the  amendatory  acts  thereto. 

Sec.  2.  That  all  moneys  still  due  to  the  United  States  on  the  quota 
of  direct  tax  apportioned  by  section  eight  of  the  Act  of  Congress  ap- 
proved August  fifth,  eighteen  hundred  and  sixty-one,  are  hereby  re- 
mitted and  relinquished. 

Sec.  3.  That  there  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  Jia  may  be  necessary 
to  reimburse  each  State,  Territory,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  for 
all  money  found  due  to  them  under  the  provisions  of  this  act ;  and  the 
TrejLsaVer  of  the  United  States  is  hereby  directed  to  pay  the  same  to  the 
irovernors  of  the  States  and  Territories  and  to  the  (iJomniissioners  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  but  no  money  shall  be  paid  to  any  State  or  Ter- 
ritory until  the  Legislature  thereof  shall  have  accepted,  by  resolution, 
the  sum  herein  appropriated,  and  the  trusts  imposed,  in  full  satisfac 
tioo  of  all  claims  against  the  United  States  on  account  of  the  levy  and 
collection  of  said  tax,  and  shall  have  authorized  the  Government  to  re- 
ceive said  money  for  the  use  and  i)urposes  aforesaid :  Provided^  That 
where  the  sums,  or  any  part  thereof,  credited  to  any  State,  Territory, 
(►rthe  District  of  Columbia,  have  been  collected  by  the  United  States 
from  the  citizens  or  inhabitants  thereof,  or  any  other  pei-son,  either  di- 
rectly or  by  sale  of  i^roperty,  such  sums  shall  be  held  in  trust  by  such 
^tatc,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  benefit  of  those 
l>ersons  or  inhabitants  from  whom  they  were  collected,  or  their  legal 
representatives;  And  provided  further,^  That  no  part  of  the  money  col- 
lected from  individuals  and  to  be  held  in  trust  as  aforesaid  shall  be  re- 
tained by  the  United  States  as  a  set-oif  against  any  indebtedness  alleged 
to  exist  against  the  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  Colnmbia  in  which 
snch  tax  was  collected :  And  provided  further^  That  no  i)art  of  the  moLcy 
hereby  appropriated  shall  be  paid  out  by  the  governor  of  any  Stat«  or 
Territorj'  or  any  other  person  to  any  attorney  or  agent  under  any  con- 
tract for  services  now  existing  or  heretofore  made  between  the  repre- 
sentative of  any  State  or  Territory  and  any  attorney  or  Jlgent.  All 
claims'under  the  trust  hereby  created  shall  be  filed  with  the  governor 
of  such  State  or  Territory  and  the  Commissioneis  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  respectively,  within  six  years  next  after  the  passage  of  this 
act:  and  all  claims  not  so  filed  shall  be  forever  barred,  and  the  money 
attributable  thereto  shall  belong  to  such  State,  Territory,  or  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  respectively,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Sec.  4.  That  it  shall  be  the. duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
pay  to  such  pei^ons  as  shall  in  each  case  apply  therefor,  and  furnish 
J^tisfactory  evidence  that  such  ajii^licant  was  at  the  time  of  the  sales 
hereinafter  mentioned  the  legal  owner,  or  is  the  heir  at  law  or  devisee 
of  the  legal  owner  of  such  lands  as  were  sold  in  the  parishes  of  Saint 
Helena  and  Saint  Luke's  in  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  under  the  said 
acts  of  Congress,  the  value  of  said  lands  in  tlie  manner  following,  to  wit : 
To  the  owners  of  the  lots  in  the  town  of  Beaufort,  one-half  of  the  value 
assessed  thereon  for  taxation  by  the  United  States  direct-tax  commis- 
sioners for  Soulh  Carolina ;  to  the  owners  of  lands  which  were  rated 
for  taxation  by  the  State  of  South  Carolina  as  being  usually  culti- 
vated, five  dollars  per  acre  for  each  acre  thereof  returned  on  the 
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proper  tax-book ;  to  the  owners  of  all  other  lands,  one  dollar  per  acre 
for  each  acre  thereof  returned  on  said  tax-book:  Provided,  That 
in  all  cases  where  such  owners,  or, persons  claiming  under  them, 
have  redeemed  or  purchased  said  lands,  or  any  part  thereof,  from 
the  United  States,  they  shall  not  receive  compensation  for  such  part 
430  redeemed  or  purchased ;  and  any  sum  or  sums  held  or  to  be  held 
by  the  said  State  of  South  Cai^oliua  in  trust  for  any  such  owner  under 
section  three  of  this  act  shall  be  deducte4  from  the  sum  due  to  such 
owner  under  the  provisions  of  this  section :  And  provided  further,  That 
in  all  cases  where  said  owners  have  heretofore  received  from  the  United 
States  the  surplus  proceeds  arising  from  the  sale  of  their  lands,  such  sums 
shall  be  deducted  from  the  sum  which  they  are  entitled  to  receive  under 
this  act.  That  in  all  cases  where  persons,  while  serving  in  the  Army 
or  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States,  or  who  had  been  hon- 
orably discharged  from  said  service,  purchased  any  of  said  lands  under 
section  eleven  of  the  act  of  Congress  approved  June  seventh,  eighteen 
hundred  and  sixty-two,  and  such  lands  afterwards  reverted  to  the 
United  States,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasiu-y  to 
pay  to  such  pereons  as  shall  in  each  case  apply  therefor,  or  to  their 
heirs  at  law,  devisees,  or  grantees,  in  good  faith  and  for  valuable  con- 
sideration, whatever  sum  was  so  paid  to  the  United  States  in  such 
case.  That  before  paying  any  money  to  such  persons  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  shall  require  the  person  or  persons  entitled  to  receive  the 
same  to  execute  a  release  of  all  claims  and  demands  of  every  kind  and 
description  what-ever  against  the  United  States  arising  out  of  the  exe- 
cution of  said  acts,  and  also  a  release  of  ail  right,  title,  and  interest  in 
and  to  the  said  lands.  That  there  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  five 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary  to 
pay  for  said  lots  and  lands,  which  sum  shall  include  sdl  moneys  in  the 
Treasury  derived  in  any  manner  from  the  enforcement  of  said  acts  in 
said  parishes,  and  not  otherwise  appropriated.  That  section  one  thou- 
sand and  sixty-three  of  the  Eevised  Statutes  is  hereby  made  applicable 
to  claims  arising  under  this  act  without  limitation  as  to  the  amount 
involved  in  such  claim :  And  provided  further,  That  any  sum  or  sums 
of  money  received  into  the  Treasui^y  of  the  United  States  from  the  sale 
of  lands  bid  in  for  taxes  in  any  State  undjer  the  laws  described  in  the 
first  section  of  this  act  in  excess  of  the  tax  assessed  thereon  shall  be  paid 
to  the  owners  of  the  land  so  bid  in  and  resold,  or  to  their  legal  heirs  or 
representatives. 

Approved,  March  2,  1891. 


(13399.) 
Declaration  as  to  household  effects. 

Treasury  Department,  October  8,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  17th  ultimo, 
in  which,  stating  that  it  occasionally  happens  that  hoi^sehold  eflfects  of 
immigrants  arrive  at  ports  in  your  district  unaccompanied  by  their 
owners,  who  have  gone  ahead  and  left  the  bulk  of  their  goods  to  follow 
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bv  freight,  yon  ask  whether  it  was  Intended  by  the  instructions  of  June 
15,  1891  (Synopsis  11281),  that  a  declaration  made  before  a  consul  on 
Form  93  of  the  United  States  Consular  Eegulations  of  1888  should  be 
considered  as  equivalent  to  the  oath  prescribed  by  section  2799  of  the 
Revised  Statutes. 

The  instructions  referred  »to  are  to  the  eflfect  that  it  is  left  optional 
with  the  immigrant  whether  the  declaration  as  to  his  effects  be  taken 
before  a  consular  officer  or  before  a  customs  officer,  it  having  been  rep- 
resented that  in  many  cases  it  was  onerous  for  immigrants  to  appear 
before  a  customs  officer  at  the  frontier  port. 

The  policy  of  the  Department,  as  shown  by  its  correspondence  with 
the  Department  of  State  and  its  printed  instructions,  is  to  deal  liber- 
ally with  this  clavss  of  cases,  and  to  relieve  bona  fide  immigrants  from 
burdensome  formalities  on  entry  of  their  effects ;  and  it  is  therefore 
held  to  be  a  sufficient  compliance  with  the  law  if  such  effects  are 
accompanied  by  a  declaration  in  said  Form  93.  § 

^0  objection  is  perceived  to  the  use  of  an  agent's  declaration,  as  sug- 
gested by  you,  which  may  be  formulated  as  follows : 

Declaraiiofi  of  consignee  on  entry  of  personal  and  household  effects. 

I, ,  consignee  of  the  articles  named  in  the  annexed  en- 
try, do  solemnly,  sincerely,  and  truly  declare  that  I  believe  the  same  to 
be  the  identical  goods  described  in  a  certificate  of  personal  effects  (con- 
sular invoice  No. ),  declared  to  before  the  United  States  consul  at 

on  the day  of ,  189 — ,  as  the  wearing  apparel  and 

household  effects  of ,  who  was  then  about  removing  to 

and  has  since  arrived  in  the  United  States. 


Dvitriet  of ,  Fort  of : 

Declared  before  me  this day  of ,  189 — . 


Consigiiee. 


Respectfully,  yours, 


7 

Deputy  Collector, 


O.  L.  SPAULDING. 

(1707  g.)  Acting  Secretary. 

CoLLECiOB  OF  Customs,  Burlington^  Yt, 


(13400.) 

Oircular. — Importation  of  articles  for  the  World^s  Fair  in  packed  pacJcages, 

Treasury  Department,  October  8,  1892. 

To  Officers  of  the  Customs  and  others: 

In  compliance  with  numerous  requests  made  in  behalf  of  proposed 
exhibitors  at  the  World's  forthcoming  Exhibition  at  Chicago,  wherein 
73 


1084 

it  is  represented  that  their  convenience  will  be  promoted  by  a  rule  al- 
lowing small  articles  sent  as  exhibits  to  be  imported  in  packed  pack- 
ageS;  the  Department  has  concluded  to  apply  the  regulations  contained 
in  the  circular  of  March  24,  1891  (Synopsis  10850),  to  importations 
made  for  the  purpose  mentioned,  so  far  as  the  provisions  of  such  cir- 
cular may  be  applied  in  conformity  with  the  special  regulations  ali^eady 
established. 

Under  this  concession,  therefore,  packed  packages  destined  for  the 
Exposition  may  be  admitted  under  article  6  of  the  Regulations  of  No- 
vember 5,  1891  (Synopsis  1205G). 

A  bill  of  lading  must  be  presented  with  the  entry  at  the  port  of  first 
arrival,  showing  that  the  entire  contents  of  the  packed  package  belong 
to  exhibitors,  and  the  invoice  or  invoices  produced  on  entry  must  state 
the  marks,  ownership,  and  value  of  each  separate  inclosure,  in  accord- 
ance with  article  3  of  said  regulations  of  November  5,  1891. 

On  arrival  at  Chicago  of  such  packed  packages,  each  of  said  iuclosures 
shal^  be  treated  at  the  custom-house  as  a  distinct  importation. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(13401.) 

Drawback  on  dinving  wheels. 

Treasury  Department,  October  11^  1892. 
Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  ^*  driving  wheels''  manufactured  by  Burn- 
ham,  Williams  &  Co.,  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  in  part  from  imported 
steel  crucible  tires,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal  in  auioaut  to 
the  duties  paid  on  such  tires,  less  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 
and  on  the  exportation  of  *'  tender  and  truck  wheels  "  manufactured  by 
the  same  firm  in  part  from  impoi-ted  steel  crucible  tires  a  drawback 
will  be  allowed  equal  in  amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  99  per  cent  of  the  . 
weight  of  the  imported  tires,  less  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG, 
(1837^.)  Acting  Secretary, 

CkDLLECTOR  OF  CUSTOMS,  Philadelphia,  Fa, 


(13402.) 

Classification  of  coal. 

Treasury  Department,  October  13,  1S92, 
Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  5th  instant, 
relative  to  the  application  of  the  Reuton  Coal  Companj'^,  of  your  city, 
for  a  modification  of  the  practice  established  at  your  office  in  regani 
to  the  classification  of  imported  coal. 
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It  apx>ears  that,  in  view  of  the  principles- enunciated  in  a  decision 
rendered  by  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  on  September  8,  1890 
(G.  A.  12,  Synopsis  10234),  your  office  classifies  all  ftnported  coal  found 
to  contain  less  than  90  per  cent  of  fixed  carbon  as  ^'bituminous  coal," 
subject  to  a  duty  of  75  cents  per  ton,  under  paragraph  432  of  the  act  of 
October  1,  1890,  and  admits  to  free  entry,  under  the  provision  in  para- 
graph 536  for  '^  anthracite  coal,"  only  such  coal  as  contains  90  per 
cent  of  carbon  or  over. 

The  applicants  represent  that,  owing  to  slight  variations  either  in  the 
percentage  of  carbon  actually  contained  in  different  samples  of  coal 
taken  from  the  same  mine,  or  in  the  results  of  analysis,  it  happens  fre- 
quently under  a  rigid  application  of  the  above  rule  that  the  product  of 
a  mine  known  as  a  mine  of  anthracite  coal  is  classified  on  one  importa- 
tion as  bituminous  and  on  another  as  anthracite,  and  that,  in  several 
cases  of  the  former  description,  the  Board  of  Greneral  Appraisers  found 
the  coal  in  question  to  be  '^  anthracite,"  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
percentage  of  carbon  found  therein  was  from  1  to  2  per  cent  less  than  90. 

You  state  that  in  the  main  the  statements  of  the  company  are  true, 
and  that,  if  the  Department  will  suggest  some  other  rule,  you  shall  be 
pleased,  and  will  adopt  it  without  objection. 

Under  a  decision  rendered  by  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  on 
December  4,  1891  (G.  A.  1065,  Synopsis  12251),  certain  coal  taken 
from  the  neighborhood  of  Swansea,  in  Whales,  containing  in  some 
eases  1  or  2  per  cent  of  carbon  less  than  90  per  cent,  was  admitted  free 
3S  anthracite  coal,  and  it  was  therein  declared  that  the  test  mentioned 
in  55aid  decision  (G.  A.  12,  Synopsis  10234)  was  not  designed  to  be  an 
inflexible  test  for  establishing  the  dutiable  character  of  all  importa- 
tions of  coal,  and  that,  ^*in  addition  to  the  percentage  of  carbon,  con- 
sideration must  also  be  given  to  the  prevailing  character  of  coal  in 
the  region  where  the  .coal  the  subject  of  consideration  is  riiined." 

In  view  of  the  above  cited  comments  of  the  Board  on  its  earlier  de- 
cision, and  of  the  inconvenience  arising  from  a  rigid  application  of  the 
90|per  cent  test,  the  Department  would  suggest  that  coal  mined  in 
regions  known  to  abound  in  anthracite  coal,  and  similar  to  th^t  which 
has  heretofore  been  admitted  to  free  entry  under  decisions  of  the 
Board,  may  in  future  be  clarified  as  anthracite,  if  the  quantity  of 
fixed  carbon  contained  therein,  as  shown  by  analysis,  shall  not  fall  be- 
low 8S  per  cent. 

Respectfully,  youre,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(361  g.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Coi-LECTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  8an  Francisco,  CaL 
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(18403.) 

Henidiiched  cotton  handkerchiefs. 

Treasury  Department,  October  13,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  d^ted  the  8th  instant, 
from  the  Unit'ed  States  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York, 
in  which  he  reports  that,  on  the  4th  instant,  the  United  States  circuit 
court  of  appeals  for  the  second  circuit  affirmed  the  judgment  of  the 
court  below  in  favor  of  the  importer  in  the  matter  of  a  suit  arising 
under  the  decision  of  tlfe  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers  at 
New  York  (G.  A.  14),  involving  the  classification  of  hemstitched  cotton 

handkerchiefs. 

It  appears  that  in  August  and  September,  1890,  Messrs.  H.  B.  Clafliu 
&  Co.  imported,  per  CUyof  Chester,  Majestic,  and  Germanic,  certain  hem- 
stitchQd  cotton  handkerchiefs,  which  were  classified  by  the  collector  as 
dutiable  at  the  rate  of  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  325  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  as  ^^  hemmed  handker- 
chiefs," the  parties  contending  that  the  same  were  dutiable  at  the  rate 
only  of  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  324 
of  the  same  act  as  ^^manufactures  of  cotton  not  specially  enumerated 
or  provided  for;"  that  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  affirmed  the 
decision  of  the  collector,  whereupon  thQ  parties  appealed  to  the  courts, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  and  on 
the  7th  of  October,  1891,  obtained  a  reversal  of  said  decisions ;  that, 
under  the  advice  of  the  Attorney-General,  the  case  was  taken  to  the 
circuit  court  of  appeals,  and  now,  as  before  stated,  this  court  of  last 
resort  has  handed  down  a  decision  in  favor  of  the  appellants,  thus  over- 
ruling the  findings  of  the  collector  and  the  Board  of  United  States 
General  Appraisers. 

The  court  stated  that  the  term  ** hemmed  handkerchiefs"  used  in 
paragraph  325  is  a  commercial  term,  and  does  not  mean  a  handker- 
chief which  has  been  cut  from  a  piece  and  has  been  in  fact  hemmed, 
but  it  means  the  article  commercially  known  as  a  hemmed  handker- 
chief, "  which  definition  excludes  the  hemstitched  article. '^ 

In  view  of  the  above,  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  take  steps  look- 
ing to  the  payment  of  this  judgment,  andto  apply  these  instructions  to 
all  similar  cases  at  your  port  arising  under  the  tariff  act  of  1883  where 
the  requirements  of  law  as  to  protest,  appeal,  institution  of  suit,  etc., 
have  been  duly  complied  with. 

Respectfully,  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(9112/. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  Yorh 
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(ia404.) 
UnpacMtiff  offragUe  articles  for  WorWs  Fair. 

Treasury  Department,  October  13,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  send  you  herewith  a  copy  of  a  communication  transmitted  to 
the  Department  of  State  by  the  consul-general  at  Berlin,  signed  by  the 
imperial  German  commissioner,  in  which  he  sets  forth  the  desire  of 
proposed  exhibitors  at  the  forthcoming  Exposition  thattheir  packages 
containing  fragile  articles  should  be  opened  only  in  the  presence  of 
their  representatives,  and  that  the  latter  should  be  allowed  to  super- 
intend the  unpacking  of  the  same. 

The  Department  sees  no  objection  to  the  plan  proposed  by  the  im- 
perial commissioner,  and  recommends  its  adoption  by  you  in  all  in- 
stances where  special  notice  shall  be  given  of  the  fragile  nature  of  the 
contents  of  packages. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(6514/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Chicago^  III 


(13405.) 

Stamping  of  new  wine  casks  into  which  unclaimed  wine  is  drawn  for  preser- 
vation. 

Treasury  Department,  October  13,  1892. 

SiK  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  8th  instant, 
in  which  you  state  that  certain  wine  sold  as  unclaimed  goods  must  be 
iirawii  off  into  other  barrels  in  consequence  of  the  leaky  condition  of 
the  original  packages,  and  you  inquire  whether  customs  stamps  must 
be  affixed,  and  if  so,  to  the  original  or  to  the  new  casks,  and  what  must 
be  on  the  face  of  the  stamps. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  stamps  required  by  section 
II.  act  of  March  1,  1879,  should  be  affixed  to  the  new  casks,  and  that 
such  8tami)S  should  contain  the  details  specified  in  article  310,  Customs 
Regulations  of  1892. 

Ilesi)ectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  8PAULDING, 
(1802  g. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Sukveyor  of  Customs,  8t.  Joseph,  Mo. 
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(13406.) 

Hat  trimmings. 

Treasury  Department,  October*  14, 1892. 

Sib  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  communications  from  J.  B. 
Mast  Company,  dated  New  York,  May  17,  August  17,  September  12, 
and  September  22, 1892,  requesting  refunds  of  duties  on  certain  importa- 
tions of  hat  materials  made  at  your  port,  on  which  protests  and  appeals 
were  duly  filed,  but  on  which  no  decision  has  been  rendered  by  this 
Department. 

The  applicants  state  that  they  have  not  entered  suits  in  the  said  cases, 
but  that  they  are  willing  to  abide  the  result  of  a  reclassification  of  the 
merchandise  in  accordance  with  the  stipulations  specified  in  Depart- 
ment's instructions  of  September  22,  1891  (Synopsis  11798). 

The  Department  perceives  no  objections  to  extending  said  instruc- 
tions (Synopsis  11798)  to  cases  of  this  chai'acter,  and  you  are  therefore 
hereby  authorized  to  reliquidate  any  appeals  on  hat  materials  on  which 
no  decision  has  been  made  by.the  Department  and  which  are  not  em- 
braced in  any  suit,  in  like  manner  as  is  provided  for  in  the  case  of  ap- 
peals covered  by  suits. 

Before  refunding  any  money  in  pursuance  of  such  reclassificatiou* 
the  attorneys  of  record,  or  the  importers,  shall  sign  a  stipulation  that 
the  appeals  so  reliquidated  are  totally  abandoned  as  to  all  articles 
therein  claimed  to  be  hat  trimmings,  and  that  no  suits  will  be  instituted 
to  recover  refunds  on  any  such  merchandise  embraced  in  said  appeals. 
Resi>ectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDINQ, 
(3104  e.)  Acting  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13407.)     ' 

Dratcback  on  nails  and  tacks, 

« 

Treasury  Department,  October  15,  1892. 

Sir  :  On^the  exportation  of  nails  and  tacks  manufactured  wholly 
from  imported  scrap  steel  or  boiler-plate  shearings,  a  drawback  will  he 
allowed  equal  in  amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  the  material  used  io  the 
manufacture,  lesis  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent 


1089 


The  quantity  of  the  material  so  used  shall  be  determined  by  adding 

to  the  net  weight  of  the  exported  articles  the  following  percentages,  viz" 

For  Hungarian  nails,  13  per  cent;  for. cut  and  carpet  tacks  and  shoe 

nails,  12  i)er  cent;  for  shoe  tacks,  13i  per  cent. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIITG, 

(73  g, )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Boston,  Mass. 


(13408.) 
German  horses  for  breeding  purposes. 

Treasurt  Department,  October  15,  1892. 

Sir  :  Upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
made  in  accordance  with  the  act  of  July  6,  1892,  which  prescribes  that 
he  shall  determine  and  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  what 
are  recognized  breeds  and  pure-bred  animals  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  482  of  the  act  of  October  1, 1890,  the  name  ^'Stammregister 
fur  den  starken  eleganten  Schlag  des  Oldenburgischen  Kutschpferdes'' 
is  added  to  the  list  of  foreign  registers  for  horses,  from  which  certificates 
of  J)edigree  are  to  be  issued  as  follows : 


Name  of  breed. 


Where  bred. 


Name  of  book  of  record. 


Oldenburg.^ '  Qermany. 


Stammregiater  fur  den  starken  eleganten  Schlag  des 
Oldenburgischen  Kutschpferdes. 


You  will  be  governed  accordingly. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

(6842/.) 
Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13409.) 
Classification  of  dressed  veal. 

■ 

Treasury  Department,  October  15,  1892. 

SiK  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  3d  instant,  in 
whicli  yon  raise  the  question  as  to  the  proper  rate  of  duty  chargeable 
on  dressed  veal  imported  into  the  United  States,  which  is  not  provided 
for  eo  nomine  in  the  act  of  October  1,  1890. 
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It  appears  that  you  have  been  assessing  duty  on  such  article  at  the 
rate  of  2  cents  per  pound,  under  section  5  of  said  act,  as  assimilating 
to  beef  or  muttou,  which  pays  such  rate  under  paragraph  311,  while  it 
is  ascertained  that  at  certain  other  ports  the  commodity  is  admitted  at 
the  rateiof  10  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provision  for  *'  raw  or  un- 
manufactured articles  not  enumerated  or  i^rovided  for''  found  in  sec- 
tion 4. 

Under  date  of  the  2d  of  July,  1875  (Synopsis  2325),  the  Department 
decided  that  dreased  mutton,  which  was  not  provided  for  by  name  in 
the  then  existing  act  of  June  22, 1874,  was  dutiable  as  a  raw  or  unman- 
ufactured article  at  the  i*ate  of  10  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  you  are 
hereby  instructed  to  follow  such  decision  in  the  assessment  of  duty  on 
dressed  veal  imported  into  your  district. 
KespectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG, 
( 1828  g. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Suspension  Bridge^  N.  Y. 


(i;34io.) 

Coal-tar  preparation. 

Treasury  Department,  October  15,  1892. 

Sir  :  As  a  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  8th  instant,  relative  to  the  dis- 
missal of  appeals  taken  under  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10^  1890. 
which  involve  the  classification  of  certain  "coal-tar  preparations,"  I 
herewith  inclose  a  copy  of  a  letter  this  day  addressed  to  the  Solicitor 
of  the  Treasury  on  the  subject. 

Upon  dismissal  of  the  appeals  in  question  you  are  hereby  anthorized 
to  take  the  usual  steps  for  refuuding,  by  means  of  certified  statements, 
the  duties  exacted  in  excess. 

You  are  also  hereby  authorized  to  classify  future  importations  of 
such  merchandise  as  *^ coal-tar  preparations''  under  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  19  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  all  previous  instructions 
of  this  Department  of  a  contrary  nature  being  hereby  withdrawn. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(7674/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 
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TREASURY  Department,  October  15,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  the  collector  of 
castoms  at  New  York,  dated  the  8th  instant,  transmitting  a  communi- 
cation addressed  to  him  by  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  southern 
district  of  New  York,  relative  to  suit  No.  822,  involving  the  proper 
classification  of  a  so-called  coal-tar  preparation,  **Eikonogen/'  imported 
by  Messrs.  C.  B.  Richard  &  Co.,  per  BJiaeiia^  September  8,  1891,  now 
X>endiDg  on  an  application  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  for 
a  review  of  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

The  United  States  district  attorney  states  that  the  Board  of  Geneml 
Appraisers  have,  on  the  4th  instant,  filed  their  *' return  of  the  record '' 
in  the  said  case,  but  that  inasmuch  as  the  issue  involved  has  been  re- 
cently decided  adversely  to  the  Government  by  the  United  States  cir- 
cuit court  of  appeals,  in  the  cases  of  the  Roessler  &  Hasslacher  Chemical 
Company  *' A''  No.  58,  and  W.  J.  Matheson  &  Co.  *^  A"  No.  61,  and  W. 
J.  Matheson  &  Co.,  Limited,  ^' A''  No.  62,  which  involved  similar  coal- 
tar  derivatives  known  as  ^'naphthionate  of  soda,"  ^^tolidine  base/'  and 
^'binitro  toluole,''  held  by  the  court  to  be  properly  dutiable  as  ''prep- 
arations of  coal  tar''  and  not  as  chemical  compounds,  it  is  his  opinion 
that  there  is  nothing  to  try  in  the  present  case.  No.  822,  and  he  suggests 
that  authority  be  given  to  consent  to  a  dismissal  of  the  appeal. 

The  collector  at  New  York  reports  that,  in  addition  to  ''Eikonogen," 
there  are  the  following  ''  preparations  of  coal  tar"  which,  in  his  opinion 
and  that  of  the  naval  officer,  come  within  the  purview  of  the  decision 
of  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  in  the  three  cases  above  referred  to,  viz : 
*'betanaphthol,"  ''dimethyl aniline,"  '*resorcine,"  ''naphthaline,"  and 
* '  naphtbol  soda. ' ' 

I  have  therefore  to  request  that  you  will  instruct  the  district  attorney 
at  New  York  to  take  proper  steps  for  the  discontinuance  of  any  appeals 
taken  under  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  now  pending  at  that 
port,  which  involve  the  merchandise  above  named. 

Respectfully,  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING. 

(7674/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

The  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury. 


(13411.) 
Withdrawal  of  bicycler  from  a  port  of  delivery  for  export. 


Treasury  DeparTxMENt,  October  15,  1892. 


Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  4th  instant, 
in  which  you  inclose  a  letter  from  Rouse,  Hazard  &  Co.,  dated  the  3d 
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instant,  in  regard  to  the  withdrawal  for  exportation  of  bicycles,  im- 
ported at  your  port,  and  in  reply  I  have  to  inform  you  that  imported 
goods  covered  by  re  warehousing  bond  can  not  be  exported  directly  from 
ports  of  delivery,  they  maybe  withdrawn  from  warehouse  at  such  ports 
for  transportation  to  a  port  of  entry  and  there  entered  for  rewarehouse 
and  exportation.   (See  articles  568  and  593,  Customs  Begulations,  1892.) 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

( 1833  g. )  Acting  Secretary, 

Surveyor  of  Customs,  Peoria^  III, 


(13412.) 
Clerical  error  in  invoice  of  handkerchiefa. 

Treasury  Department,  Odoher  19,  1892. 

Sir  :  In  response  to  your  letter  of  the  15th  instant,  you  were  author- 
ized by  telegram  of  this  date  to  allow  Messrs.  Locke,  Hulsatt  &  Co.,  to 
enter  hy  pro  forma  invoice,  on  due  execution  of  bond  for  the  production 
of  corrected  consular  invoice,  certain  handkerchiefs,  which,  through 
clerical  errors,  were  invoiced  at  prices  largely  in  excess  of  their  actual 
cost  and  market  value. 

While  the  errors  are  not  manifest  on  the  face  of  the  invoice  in  the 

literal  sense  of  the  term,  the  Department  is  of  opinion  that  if  the  fa^ts 

are  as  stated  the  importers  are  entitled  to  relief  under  the  principle 

enunciated  in  its  rulings.     (Synopsas  4180,  4324,  and  7925.) 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1896  g, )  Acting  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Chicago^  III. 


(13413.) 
Assaying  of  ore  in  Montana, 

Treasury  Department,  October  19,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  21st  ultimo, 

,in  which  you  urge  the  appointment  of  an  of&cial  assayer  for  services  at 

Bonuers  Ferry,  Idaho,  in  order  to  meet  the  increased  shipments  of  ore 

which  it  is  anticipated  will  be  made  at  that  point.     You  say  that  under 
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existing  regalations  samples  of  sach  importations  must  be  forwarded 
to  the  assay  office  at  Helena,  Mont ,  and  ore  detained  at  point  of  arrival, 
X>ending  assay,  whicb  involves  a  d^ay  of  ten  to  fifteen  days. 

Yon  are  informed,  in  reply,  that  the  Department  is  not,  at  this  time, 
prepared  to  appoint  an  a^sayer  for  dnty  at  the  place  named,  and  sug- 
gests to  yoa  that  the  difficulty,  which  is  caused  by  the  detention  of  ores 
during  the  assay  of  samples  sent  to  Helena,  might  be  obviated  by  tak- 
ing  a  deposit  on  entry  sufficiently  large  to  secure  the  Treasury  against 
loss,  the  entry  to  be  liquidated  on  the  return  made  by  the  assayer,  and 
refund  made  on  liquidation  of  any  excess  of  deposit  which  is  found 
due.  This  method  is  followed  in  somewhat  analagous  cases  in  the  East, 
and  there  appears  to  be  no  difficulty  in  its  operation. 

.    Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1917^.)  Acting  Secretary^ 

Collector  of  Customs,  Fort  Benton,  Mont. 


(13414.) 
Circular. — Exhibits  for  the  World^s  Columbian  Exposition. 

Treasury  Department,  October  20,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Chi4>f  Officers  of  Customs: 

To  insure  the  speedy  identification  and  the  proper  delivery  of  cases 
containing  articles  intended  for  exhibition  at  the  World's  Columbian 
Exposition  at  Chicago,  you  are  hereby  directed  to  consign  all  ex- 
hibits in  manifest  for  said  Exposition  to  the '^Collector  of  Customs, 
Jackson  Park,  Chicago,''  instead  of  ** Collector  of  Customs,  Chicago," 
and  to  forward  such  exhibits  as  nearly  as  possible  in  carload  Tots. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13415.) 
Wages  of  seamen. 


Treasury  Department, 

Bureau  of  Navigation, 
Washington,  D.  C,  October  24, 1892. 

Sik:  This  office  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  dated  the  13th  instant, 
submitting  a  case  as  follows : 

June  28,  1892,  A.  S.  Emanuel  shipped  as  an  able  seaman  on  the 
schooner  Seth  M.  Todd  for  a  voyage  to  the  West  Indies  and  back  to 
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the  United  States,  at  wages  of  $20  per  month.  On  the  return  of  the 
vessel  to  Wilmington,  October  4,  1892,  the  master  reported  that 
Emanuel  did  not,  and  could  not,  do  the  work  required  of  an  able 
seaman.  The  evidence  of  the  mate  and  some  of  the  crew  sustained  the 
master,  who  requested  the  shipping  commissioner  to  reduce  the  sea- 
man's wages  accordingly.  The  wages  were  reduced  to  those  of  an  or- 
dinary'seaman,  at  $15  per  month.  The  seaman  refused  to  acquiesce  in 
in  the  reduction,  and  entered  suit  against  the  master  for  the  full 
amount.  The  master  was  again  sustained,  and  the  wages  were  fixed  at 
$15  per  month.  The  trial  commissioner,  however,  held  that  the  ship- 
ping commissioner  had  no  right  to  reduce  the  seaman- s.  wages.  A 
elause  in  the  shipping  articles  provides  that  *^If  any  person  enters 
himself  as  qualified  for  a  duty  which  he  proves  himself  incompetent 
to  perform,  his  wages  shall  be  reduced  in  proportion  to  his  incom- 
petency." 

In  reply  to  your  request  for  instructions,  I  have  to  state  that  there  is 
no  authority  of  law  for  a  reduction  of  wages  in  such  cases  by  the  ship- 
ping commissioner,  unless  action  has  been  taken  as  contemplated  by 
section  4554,  Kevised  Statutes,  and  the  question  in  dispute  submitted 
to  him  in  writing  for  decision,  by  the  seamen  on  one  side,  and  the 
master,  consignee,  agent,  or  owner,  on  the  other.  It  is  probable  that 
after  such  submission,  a  United  States  shipping  commissioner's  deci- 
sion, rendered  under  seal,  and  as  provided  for  in  the  section  cited, 
would  be  accepted  by  the  courts  in  ordinary  cases  as  final. 

Kespectfully,  yours, 

T.  B.  SANDERS, 

Acting  Commissioner. 
United  States  Shipping  Commissioner, 

Wilmington^  N,  €, 


(13416.) 
Circular. — Tonnage  tax  on  Swedish  and  Norwegian  vessels, 

« 

Treasury  Department,  October-  25,  1892. 

To  Collectors  of  Customs  and  others  : 

You  will  please  prepare  and  forward  certified  statements  in  the 
prescribed  form  covering  such  tonnage  dues  in  excess  of  the  3-15  cent 
rate  provided  for  by  the  acts  of  June  26,  1884,  and  June  19,  1886,  as 
may  have  been  levied  in  your  districts,  respectively,  on  vessels  of 
Sweden  and  Norway  entered  in  ports  of  the  United  States  from  thoe^ 
countries  since  July  1,  1884,  provided  there  was  a  compliance  in  each 
case  with  the  requirements  of  section  26  of  the  act  of  June  26, 1884,  re- 
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latiug  to  the  filing  of  application.  Wjfitten  prot^t  or  appeal,  made  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  section  2931,  Revised  Statutes,  may 
be  considered  an  application  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  cited.  The 
date  of  the  filing  of  the  protest,  appeal,  or  application,  an4  of  its 
transmittal  to  the  Department,  should  be  carefully  noted  in  the  state 
ment. 

A  separate  statement  may  be  forwarded  of  such  tonnage  tax  con- 
cerning which  there  was  no  compliance  with  section  2931,  Revised 
Statutes,  or  with  section  26  of  the  act  of  June  26,  1884. 

Attention  is  invited  to  the  circular  of  May  4,  1892,  approved  by  the 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  relieving  from  tonnage  tax  vessels  of  Sweden 

and  Norway  entered  from  those  countries  in  the  United  States. 

T.  B.  SANDERS, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Namgation, 
Approved : 

O.  L.  Spaulding, 

Acting  Secretary, 

(13417.) 
Shipment  of  seamen. 
Treasury  Department,  October  26,  1892. 

Sir  :  This  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter,  dated  the  25th  in- 
stant, Inqniring  whether  the  seamen  composing  the  crew  of  the  steam- 
ship Saratoga,  which  will  sail  from  New  York  to  the  West  India  Is- 
lands, November  2,  1892,  must  be  shipped  before  you. 

No  statutory  provision  containing  such  a  requirement  is  recalled, 
bat  the  law  (act  of  June  19,  1886)  authorizes  such  shipments.  If  they 
be  not  so  made,  it  does  not  appear  that  you  can  well  give  the  certifi- 
cate (4120)  as  to  citizenship,  etc.,  prescribed  by  the  Post-Office 
Department. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Sea-etary. 

United  States  Shipping  Commissioner,  New  York. 


(13418.) 

China  silks — Silk  chief  talue. 

Treasury  Department,  Qctober  27,  1892. 

Sir:  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  20th  instant, 
in  which  you  inclose  a  copy  of  a  decision  rendered  by  the  Board  of 
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United  States  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  on  the  17th  instants 
in  the  case  of  certain  **  china  silks,''  so  called,  imported  by  Messrs.  J. 
Kridel,  Sons  &  Co.,  per  La  Bourgogne,  June  18,  1891, 

It  appears  that  you  assessed  duty  on  the  fabrics  at  the  rate  of  lOeents 
per  square  yard  and  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  348  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  for  cotton  cloth  contain- 
ing an  admixture  of  silk,  while  the  parties  claimed,  and  the  boai-d 
found,  the  goods  to  be  dutiable  at  the  rate  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorem 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  414  of  said  act,  as  manufacture^)  of 
silk,  or  of  which  silk  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

In  the  case  of  Hartranft  t).  Meyer  (135  U.  S.,  237),  arising  under  the 
act  of  1883,  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  held  that  goods  made 
of  mixed  materials,  cotton,  silk,  etc.,  were  liable  to  a  duty  of  35  per 

« 

cent,  but  that  if  silk  was  component  part  of  chief  value  they  should 
pay  a  duty  of  60  per  cent  ad  valorem ;  and  that  ^  instead  of  making 
the  duty  depend  on  the  highest  rate  at  which  any  component  part  i> 
chargeable,  it  is  made  to  depend  on  the  highest  rate  at  which  the  com- 
ponent material  of  chief  value  is  chargeable." 

As  the  importation  under  consideration  consisted  of  manufacturer 
of  silk  and  cotton,  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  ^ilk  chief  value,  and 
so  found  by  the  Board  of  Gteneral  Appraisers,  the  principle  enunciated 
in  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court,  above  cited,  would  therefore 
applj'^,  and  render  the  goods  liable  to  the  rate  of  duty  claimed  by  the 
protestants. 

Under  date  of  the  19th  of  March  last,  the  Attornej^-General  advised 
the  Department  that,  in  view  of  the  said  decision  of  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court,  no  appeal  would  be  directed  by  his  office  from  the 
judgment  of  the  United  States  circuit  court  at  New  York  in  the  case  oi 
the  importation  of  W.  B.  &  J.  E.  Quaintance,  where  the  board  found 
that  certain  silk  and  cotton  shirtings,  silk  chief  value,  were  dutiable 
as  manufactures  of  silk,  and  not  as  cotton  cloth  containing  an  admix- 
ture of  silk,  as  classified  by  the  collector. 

Department's  instructions  of  August  20,  1891  (Synopsis  11638J,  are 
therefore  modified  accordingly,  and  the  ruling  of  the  Board  of  CJeneral 
Appi*aisers  first  above  referred  to  will  be  accepted. 
Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(6189/.)  ■  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs.  New  York. 
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(13419.) 

Circular, —  Wool  on  shearling  sheepskins. 

m 

Tbeabuky  Department,  October  27,  1892, 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs  : 

The  Department  having,  on  the  23(1  of  August  last,  designated  a 
committee  to  establish  a  dividing  line  between  shearling  sheepskins, 
the  wool  on  which  has  no  commercial  value  and  may  be  admitted  free, 
and  those  on  which  the  wool  is  sufficientlj'  long  to  be  subject  to  classi- 
fication and,  consequently,  to  duty,  said  committee,  on  the  19th  in- 
stant, submitted  the  following  report,  which  is  hereby  adopted  as  the 
rule  for  the  guidance  of  customs  officers  in  the  classification  of  im- 
ported shearling  sheepskins : 

The  wool  on  all  shearlings  has  a  commercial  value,  but  from  the 
investigations  made  by  this  committee,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the 
wool  on  shearling  sheepskins  which  does  not  exceed  one- quarter  of 
an  inch  in  length  on  the  body  of  the  pelt  is  of  such  little  value  that  the 
wool  should  be  passed  free  of  duty,  and  that  all  shearling  skins  where 
the  wool  exceeds  one-quarter  of  an  inch  in  length  should  be  subject 
to  duty. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  8ecreta}*y. 


« 


(13420.) 

Refunds  of  expenses  incurred  in  discharging  vessels  at  places  other  than  the 

port  of  entry. 

Treasury  Department,  October  28,  1892. 

Sir  :  Eeferring  to  your  letter  of  the  25th  instant,  which  relates  to 
the  refund  of  charges  incurred  in  discharging  cargoes  at  places  other 
than  the  port  of  entry,  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  refunds 
without  preparing  certified  statements  for  the  same,  charging  the  dis- 
bursement to  the  appropriation  for  *' expenses  of  collecting  the  revenue 
from  customs.'' 

Respectfully,  yours, 

•  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(833^.)  Acti)ig  Secretar^y. 

Collector  of  Custioms,  New  York. 
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(13421.) 
Circular, — Sugar  samples. 
Treasury  Department,  October  29, 1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

The  following  instructions  regarding  the  sampling  of  dutiable  sugars 
under  Schedule  E,  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  are  issued  for  the 
guidance  of  customs  officers  in  connection  with  Department's  Circular 
No.  136  of  August  25,  1891.     (Synopsis  11656.) 

In  cases  where  sugars  are  classified  as  above  No.  14,  and  not  above 
No.  16,  Dutch  standard,  in  color,  samples  thereof  will  be  forwarded  to 
the  United  States  appraiser  at  New  York  for  verification. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  8€cr€t4xry, 


(13422.) 

Circular,  —Austrian  currency. 

Treasury  Department,  October  29,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  Customs: 

The  Department  having  received  through  the  Department  of  State 
a  copy  of  the  recently  enacted  law  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  of  Aus- 
tria, according  to  which  a  new  standard  coin  has  been  established, 
called  the  "krone,''  and  as  by  such  law  it  is  provided  that  twenty  of 
the  new  coins  shall  be  accepted  thereafter  as  equivalent  to  10-gulden 
(or  10-florin)  pieces,  whether  in  specie  or  not,  you  are  directed  to  con- 
form thereto  in  the  valuation  of  Austrian  invoices  ds^ed  on  or  after 
October  1,  1892.  No  consular  certificates  of  depreciation  will  be  ac- 
cepted in  such  cases. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13423.) 
Republished  decisions  of  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers, 

Treasury  Department,  0€t4>ber  29, 1892. 

To  Officers  of  the  Customs  and  others  concerned : 

The  following  decisions  of  the  Board  of  United  States  General  Ap- 
praisers,  which  were  withheld  from  publication  in  the  monthly  synopses 
of  decisions  pending  the  determination  by  the  courts  of  the  questions 
involved  therein,  under  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June 
10,  1890,  are  now  published  for  the  information  of  all  concerned. 
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Hereafter,  decisions  of  the  Board  of  Greneral  Appraisers,  concerning 
which  officers  of  the  customs  have  been  directed  to  suspend  official  ac- 
tioD  antil  the  questions  at  issue  shall  be  judicially  determined,  will  be 
printed  in  fall  in  the  monthly  synopses  of  decisions,  as  well  as  in 
weekly  publications  of  decisions  of  the  board,  with  a  notation  in 
brackets  to  the  effect  that  action  under  such  decisions  is  to  be  sus- 
pended  jiending  the  determination  of  the  questions  by  the  courts. 

With  a  view  of  completing  the  record  of  such  of  the  following  cases 
as  have  already  been  finally  determined  by  the  courts,  it  is  suggested 
that  customs  officers  note  such  fact  at  the  foot  thereof,  and  take  like 
action  as  to  future  cases  upon  receipt  of  advice  from  the  Department 
of  the  final  judicial  settlement  of  the  cases  (see  Synopsis  11766): 
G.  A.  771.  Soda,  oleate  or  sulphoricinoleate  of,  etc. 
776.  Napthionate  of  soda. 
797.  Sorted  third-class  wool. 

799.  Weight  of  warehoused  merchandise — Final  withdrawals. 
801.  Betanaphthol. 

882.  Antiquities — Free  entry  of  one  antique  vase  for  a  collection. 
895.  Dyewood  extract — Primuline  buff. 
966.  Bottles — Certain  hollow-glass  female  figures. 
1003.  Harmonicas,  toys. 
1029.  Ultramarine  blue  in  pulp. 
1032.  Wearing  apparel — Lace  aprons. 
1039.  Wearing  apparel — Military  silk  sashes, 
1046.  Silk  and  cotton  shirtings. 

1066.  Embroidered  woolen  robes. 

1067.  Patna  rice. 

1175.  Paints  and  colors — Lithophone. 

1180.  Memorandum  books — Mixed  goods  as  entireties. 

1254.  Burlaps. 

1287.  Braids  and  braided  tapes. 

1289.  Quercitrin  extract,  etc. 

1301.  Feather-stitched  braids. 

1555.  Currency  values. 

1568.  Giant  umbrellas,  etc.,  manufactures  of  paper. 

1597.  Cherry  juice,  concentrated. 

1602.  German  tax. 

1634.  Prepared  truffles. 

1636.  Waste,  rubber  scrap. 

1675.  Crin  vegetal  or  African  fiber. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
74  Acting  Secretary. 
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(G.  A.  771.) 
Soda,  oleate  or  mlphoricinoleat^  of — Turkey  red  oU,  alizarine  as^idafU. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  22,  1891. 

In  the  inaUer  of  the  protests,  1774  a  and  1775  a,  of  Wm.  Pickhardt  &  Kuttroff,  against  the  decision 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  oleate  of  soda,  imported  per  Wtdand^  July  12, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Sombrvxxle,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  invoiced  and  entered  as  *' twenty  casks  chemical 
compound." 

We  find  from  a  chemical  analysis  of  it,  as  well  as  from  the  return  of 
the  local  appmser,  that  it  is  sulphoricinoleate  of  soda,  or  "oleate  of 
soda." 

It  was  classified  by  the  collector  as  **  castor  oil,"  under  paragraph  17 
of  the  tariff  act  of  March  3,  1883,  and  assessed  at  80  cents  per  gallon. 
This  is  in  accordance  with  the  practice  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
the  article  being  regarded  as  a  nonenuraerated  manufactured  article 
and  castor  oil  as  the  component  material  of  chief  value.  Hence  the 
classification  under  section  2499  of  the  Eevised  Statutes.  (Syn.  Treas. 
Dec.  5914  and  7011.) 

The  importers  claim  that  it  is  dutiable  under  paragraph  92  of  said 
act  as  a  combination  of  expressed  oil  with  an  alkali,  or  as  a  chemiail 
compound  or  chemical  salt. 

If  the  article  falls  within  either  of  the  above  descriptions  it  is  enu- 
merated with  sufficient  particularity  to  take  it  out  of  the  operation  o 
Revised  Statutes,  section  2499,  known  as  the  similitude  clause.  (Mason 
V.  Robertson,  11  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.,  668,  cited  and  followed  in  decision  G. 
A.  637.) 

We  find  the  following  facts  in  reference  to  the  merchandise  under 
consideration : 

(1)  It  is  not  *^ castor  oil"  simply,  but. a  combination  of  such  oil 
with  sulphoricinoleic  acid  and  soda,  and  is  known  as  sulphoricino- 
leate of  soda,  and  more  commonly  as  "alizarine  assistant,"  or  *' Turkey 
red  oil." 

(2)  This  combination  is  a  chemical  compound  and  not  a  mere  mechan- 
ical combination,  the  ricinoleic  acid  of  the  castor  oil  forming  sulpho 
ricinoleic  acid,  and  this  again  combining  with  the  soda,  so  as  to  form 
a  chemical  salt  known  as  sulphoricinoleate  of  soda,  or  of  ammonia  or 
potash,  according  to  which  alkali  is  used  in  forming  the  compound. 
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The  chemical  formula  for  castor  oil  is  as  follows : 
^57^io409i-    Reduced  to  centesimal  expressions,  it  reads: 

Carbon 73.39  per  cent. 

Hydrogen 11.15  per  cent. 

Oxygen 15.46  per  cent. 

100.00  per  cent. 
The  formula  for  sulphoricinoleic  acid  is  C54  Hio2  ^is  ^s-     (^is 
H3,  0,  S),  or 

Carbon 57.14  per  cent. 

Hydrogen 9.01  per  cent. 

Oxygen 25.39  per  cent. 

Sulphur 8.46  per  cent. 

100. 00  per  cent. 

Dr.  Baker,  the  Government  chemist,  observes  in  his  testimony :  *'It 
will  be  perceived  that  castor  oil  treated  in  the  manner  described  ha^ 
lost  its  chai-acter  as  castor  oil  and  acquired  a  new  identity  or  indi- 
viduality by  the  elimination  of  three  atoms  of  carbon  and  five  atoms  s 
of  hydrogen,  and  the  acquisition  of  three  atoms  of  sulphur,  nine 
atoms  of  oxygen,  and  three  of  hydrogen,  from  sources  other  than  the 
oil.^'  He  adds  that  ''the  only  castor  oil  ever  present  in  Turkey  red 
oil  is  ttiat  small  portion  which  has  escaped  transformation  during  the 
process  of  manufacture,  and  is  dissolved  by  the  sulphoricinoleic  acid 
audits  salts." 

We  find  these  statements  to  be  true  as  matter  of  fact. 

(3)  We  further  find  that  the  merchandise  is  a  chemical  salt  or  chem- 
ical compounds 

It  follows  from  the  above  findings,  as  matter  of  law,  that  the  mer- 
chandise in  question  is  dutiable,  as  claimed,  under  paragraph  92  of 
said  tariff  act  of  1883. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  in  each  case  is  reversed,  and  he  is  au- 
thorized to  reliquidate  the  entries  accordingly. 


\ 


(G.A.776.) 
Naphihionats  of  soda. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  24, 1891. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  99(Vla  and  9906a,  of  Roessler  &  Hamlacher  Chemical  Co.,  against  the 
decision  of  the  oolleetor  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  changeable 
on  certain  coal-tar  products  and  naphthionate  of  soda,  imported  per  Rhynland,  January  6, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkiitsoit,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  naphthionate  of  soda,  a  compound  formed  by  the 
treatment  of  naphthalene,  a  constituent  of  coal  tar,  with  sulphuric  acid, 
potassiam  cyanide,  and  sodium  hydroxide. 
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The  article  was  assessed  for  duty  as  a  chemical  salt  at  25  per  cent, 
under  paragraph  76,  N.  T.  The  appellants  claim  that  it  is  dutiable 
only  at  20  per  cent,  under  paragraph  19,  as  a  coal-tar  preparation. 

The  chemist  of  the  United  States  laboratory  at  this  port  testifies  that 
naphthionate  of  soda  is  one  of  a  large  number  of  articles  known  in 
chemistrj^  as  coal-tar  preparations,  and  other  competent  testimony  shows 
that  it  has  been  so  known  in  trade  for  many  years. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  a  coal-tar  preparation, 
not  a  color  or  a  dye.  While  it  is  also  a  chemical  compound  or  salt, 
we  are  of  the  opinion  that  ij  is  more  specifically  provided  for  as  a  coal- 
tar  preparation,  and  the  claim  of  the  appellants  that  it  is  dutiable  at 
20  per  cent,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T.,  is  sustained  accordingly. 

Reference  is  made  to  our  decision  (G.  A.  506)  on  resorcine. 


(G.  A.  797.)  ■ 
SoHed  third- class  wool. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  4, 1891. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  10362  a  and  11106  a,  of  E.  S.  HigRins  &  Co.  and  H.  C.  Thacher,  against 
the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  dotief 
chargeable  on  certain  sorted  wools,  imported  per  Teutonic,  April  3, 1891,  and  Italy,  Aprfl  4,1891. 

Opinion  by  SoxebyiUjE,  Otneral  AppraUer, 

The  protests  filed  in  these  cases  involve  the  construction  of  para- 
graph 383,  Schedule  K,  of  the  tariff  act  of  October  1,  1890,  and  espe 
cially  of  what  is  commonly  known  as  the  wool  '^sorting  clauses"  of 
said  paragraph. 

We  append  the  entire  paragraph,  as  follows,  for  a  full  understanding 
of  its  provisions : 

383.  The  duty  upon  wool  of  the  sheep  or  hair  of  the  camel,  goat, 
alpaca,  or  other  like  animals  which  shall  be  imported  in  any  other 
than  ordinary  condition,  or  which  shall  be  changed  in  its  character  or 
condition  for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  duty,  or  which  shall  be  re- 
duced in  value  by  the  admixture  of  dirt  Or  any  other  foreign  substance, 
or  which  has  been  sortfed  or  increased  in  value  by  the  rejection  of  any 
part  of  the  original  fleece,  shall  be  twice  the  duty  to  which  it  woald 
be  otherwise  subject:  Provided,  That  skirted  wools  as  now  imported 
are  hereby  excepted.  Wools  on  which  a  duty  is  assessed  amounting 
to  three  times  or  more  than  that  which  would  be  a^essed  if  said  wool 
was  imported  unwashed,  such  duty  shall  not  be  doubled 'On  account  of 
its  being  sorted.  If  any  bale  or  package  of  wpol  or  hair  specified  in 
this  act  imported  as  of  any  specified  class  or  claimed  by  the  importer 
to  be  dutiable  as  of  any  specified  class  shall  contain  any  wool  or  hair 
subject  to  a  higher  rate  of  duty  than  the  class  so  specified,  the  whole 
bale  or  package  shall  be  subject  to  the  highest  rate  of  duty  charge- 
able on  wool  of  the  class  subject  to  such  higher  rate  of  duty,  and  if  any 
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bale  or  package  be  claimed  by  the  importer  to  be  shoddy,  mungo^ 
hocks,  wool,  hair,  or  other  material  of  any  class  specified  in  this  act, 
and  such  bale  contain  any  admixture  of  any  one  or  more  of  said  ma- 
terials, or  of  any  other  material,  the  whole  bale  or  x)ackage  shall  be 
sabject  to  duty  at  the  highest  rate  imx)osed  upon  any  article  in  said 
bale  or  package. 

« 

The  merchandise  iu  the  case  of  B.  S.  Higgins  &  Ck).  (No.  10362  a)  is 
returned  to  the  local  appraiser  as  ^  *  wool  of  the  thir'd  class, ' '  a  "  portion 
of  it  costing  over  13  cents  per  pound,  and  the  rest  costing  under  13 
cents  per  pound  sorted,^ ^ 

In  the  case  of  H.  C.  Thacher  (No.  11106  a),  the  merchandise  was  also 
returned  as  wool  of  the  third  class,  valued  at  less  than  13  cents  per 
pound,  which  is  stated  to  have  been  **  sorted." 

The  wool  was  accordingly  returned  for  duty  at  64  and  100  per  cent 
ad  valorem*  respectively,  under  paragraphs  378,  383,  385,  and  386, 
these  rates  being  assessed  as  "twice  the  duty"  to  which  such  mer- 
chandise would  **be  otherwise  subject"  within  the  supposed  meaning 
of  said  paragraph  383,  i,  e.,  twice  32  and  50  per  cent  respectively. 

The  following  spe<;ific  contentions  are  raised  in  these  cases : 

(1)  That  the  provisions  of  paragraph  383,  relating  to  the  subject  of 
"sorting,"  or,  in  other  words,  the  sorting  clauses  of  said  paragraph, 
are  inapplicable  to  wools  of  the  third  class,  and  were  never  intended 
by  CongrevSS  to  be  so  applied. 

(2)  That  ''sorting,"  within  the  meaning  of  said  paragraph,  includes 
only  such  manipulation  of  wools  by  the  rejection  of  a  part  of  the  origi- 
nal fleece  as  may  result  in  an  increase  of  value,  and  that  soi-ts  com- 
posed of  the  inferior  portions  of  the  fleeces  can  not  be  held  liable  to 
double  duty,  even  if  those  increased  in  value  are  so  liable. 

(3)  That  the  grading  of  the  wools  by  a  separation  of  the  fleeces 
merely  according  to  colors  is  not  '* sorting"  within  the  proper  signifi- 
cation of  that  word. 

(4)  That  if  liable  to  double  duty  as  sorted  wool,  the  duty  should  be 
doabled  only  in  its  value  in  an  unsorted  and  not  a  sorted  condition. 

We  have  affprded  adverse  interests  (the  wool-growers  and  carpet- 
manufacturers,  including  other  importers)  a  full  opportunity  to  be 
heard  on  these  questions,  entertaining  as  we  do  a  due  appreciation  of 
the  difficulties  involved  in  their  proper  solution.  These  difficulties 
are  enhanced  by  the  manifest  fact  that  paragraph  383  of  the  present 
tariff  act,  where  the  wool  ^* sorting  clause"  appears  for  the  first  time, 
seems  to  have  been  formulated  amid  the  struggles  of  these  contending 
interests,  each  seeking  to  obtain  a  law  expressive  of  the  views  now 
contended  for  in  the  opposite  constructions  respectively  insisted  on  by 
them  before  this  board  in  argument. 
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In  construing  legislation  on  this  subject  no  great  light  is  obtained  by 
going  beyond  the  act  of  March  2, 1867  (14  Stat,  at  Large,  559),  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  increased  revenue  from  imported  wool,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  which  for  the  first  time  provided  for  a  classification  of 
wools  into  three  classes,  designated  as  **  clothing  wools,"  */ combing 
wools,"  and  "  carpet  and  other  similar  wools."  (Eev.  Stat.  1878,  pp. 
470,  471.) 

The  language  of  that  act  wa8»  not  changed  by  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  paragraph  356  of  which  reads  as  follows  (Elmes'  Law  of  Customs, 
p.  435)  : 

356.  The  duty  on  wools  of  the  first  class  which  shall  be  import^ 
washed  shall  be  twice  the  amount  of  the  duty  to  which  they  would  be 
subjected  if  imported  unwashed;  and  the  duty  on  wools  of  all  classes 
which  shall  be  imported  scoured  shall  be  three  times  the  duty  to  which 
they  would  be  subjected  if  imported  unwashed.  The  duty  upon  wool 
of  the  sheep,  or  hair  of  the  alpaca,  goat,  and  other  like  animals,  wbich 
shall  be  imported  in  any  other  than  ordinary  condition,  as  now  and 
heretofore  practiced,  or  which  shall  be  changed  in  its  character  or 
condition  for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  duty,  or  which  shall  be  reduced 
in  value  by  the  admixture-of  dirt  or  any  other  foreign  substance,  shall 
be  twice  the  duty  to  which  it  would  be  otherwise  subject. 

It  is  a  settled  rule  of  legal  construction  that  in  construing  a  tariff 
revenue  syetem,  consisting  of  various  acts  passed  at  difTerent  times, 
each  alteration  is  to  be  regarded  in  connection  with  the  entire  sys- 
tem, and  '*  no  disturbance  will  be  allowed  of  existing  legislative  rales 
of  general  application  beyond  the  clear  intention  of  Congress."  (Sax- 
on ville  Mills  t?.  Eussell,  116  Jj.  S.,  13.) 

The  leading  purpose  of  the  paragraph  under  consideration  is  to  pre- 
vent frauds  on  the  revenue  by  changing  the  ordinaiy  character  or 
condition  of  wool  in  any  of  the  modes  specified  so  as  to  increase  the 
embarrassments  attending  its  classification  and  the  estimate  of  its 
market  value. 

To  this  end  the  law  levies  a  double  duty  with  certain  exceptions  for 
the  following  acts  of  manipulation  as  applied  to  ''  wool  of  the  sheep  or 
hair  of  the  camel,  alpaca,  and  other  like  animals,"  wh^  imported  into 
this  country : 

(1)  If  such  merchandise  is  ''imported  in  any  other  than  ordinary 
condition,"  i.  e.,  as  practiced  at  the  time  the  tariff  act  was  passed,  and 
prior  thereto. 

(2)  If  the  merchandise  is  **  changed  in  its  character  or  condition  fi>r 
the  purpose  of  evading  the  duty." 

(3)  If  *  ^  reduced  in  value  by  the  admixture  of  dirt  or  any  other  foreign 
substance." 


"*='^ 
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(4)  If  **  sorted  or  increased  in  value  by  the  rejection  of  any  part  of 
the  original  fleece."  / 

(5)  If  two  or  morQ  specified  classes  of  wool  or  hair  are  mingled  in 
any  one  bale  or  package,  the  whole  bale  or  package  is  subject  to  the 
higher  rate  of^duty  to  which  any  part  is  subject 

Keeping  in  view  this  analysis  of  the  law  and  the  purposes  of  its  enact- 
ment,-we  proceed  to  consider  the  several  contentions  raised  by  the  pro- 
test: 

(1)  We  can  see  no  escape  from  the  conclusion  that  paragraph  383, 
including  the  sorting  clauses,  is  applicable  to  wools  of  every  class.  It 
eonmerates,  generally,  "wool  of  the  sheep  or  hair  of  the  camel,  goat, 
alpaca,  or  other  like  animals,"  and  refers  to  the  duties  on  these  articles. 
No  distinction  is  made  as  to  the  different  classes  of  wools  or  hair.  No 
exception  is  made  of  the  third  class,  nor  is  any  other  qualification 
affixed  limitipg  its  application.  We  are  not  authorized  to  introduce 
an  exception  or  qualification  to  a  statute  which  Congress  has  not  intro- 
daced  in  the  language  of  the  law,  if  such  language,  as  here,  is  clear  and 
onambiguous.     (Potter's  Dwarris  Stat.,  200.) 

So  far  as  concerns  the  letter  of  paragraph  383,  there  is  just  as  much 
reason  for  excepting  wool  of  the  third  class  from  its  other  penal  con- 
ditions as  from  the  one  relating  to  ** sorting." 

That  duties  may  be  doubled  on  account  of  sorting  is  clear,  moreover, 
from  the  following  clause  in  said  paragraph :  '*  WooU  on  which  a  duty 
is  assessed  amounting  to  three  times  or  more  than  that  which  would  be 
assessed  if  said  wool  was  imported  unwashed,  such  duty  shall  not  be 
doubled  on  account  of  Us  being  sorted,^ ^ 

It  is  true  that  in  the  debates  of  the  United  States  House  of  Represent- 
atives, when  certain  amendments  made  to  this  paragraph  were  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
is  reported  to  have  interpreted  it  as  imposing  only  simple  ad  valorem 
duties  upon  wool  of  the  third  class.  That  opinion  can  not  change  the 
1^  construction  of  the  law  where  the  meaning  is  otherwise  plain.  The 
parliamentary  history  of  an  enactment  is  often  consulted  to  throw  light 
apon  clauses  of  doubtful  meaning,  but  generally  the  sound  rule  of  con- 
struction, as  stated  by  a  standard  author,  is  that  **  courts  are  not  at  lib- 
erty to  recur  to  the  views  of  individual  members  of  the  legislature  in 
debate  to  ascertain  the  meaning  of  a  statute,  or,  at  the  most,  the  views 
so  expressed  as  to  the  object  and  effect  of  particular  provisions  of  an 
act  under. discussion  are  entitled  to  very  little  weight."  (Endlich  on 
Interpretation  of  Statutes,  §  30,  p.  41.)  And  this  is  the  doctrine  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  itself.     (United  States  v.  Union  Pacific 
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B.  E.  Ck).,  91  XJ.  S.,  72.)  The  law,  moreover,  is  the  concurrent  lan- 
guage of  the  Senate  and  of  the  President^  who  approved  it,  as  well  as 
of  the  House,  and  there  is  nothing  to  indicate  that  this  concurring  body 
or  department  intended  it  to  speak  anything  not  expressed  in  its  lan- 
guage. ; 

The  arguments  urged  as  to  the  injustice  resulting  from  this  conclu- 
sion, or  showing  the  embarrassments  attending  the  practical  applica- 
tion of  the  law  as  thus  construed,  are  more  properly  addressed  to  the 
lawmaking  power.  We  can  not  be  properly  influenced  by  them  as 
factors  in  construing  the  law,  which  is  our  only  fanction. 

We  accordingly  decide  that  the  **  sorting  clauses"  of  said  paragraph 
apply  to  all  wools,  including  those  of  the  third  class. 

"(2)  The  contention  is  further  made,  and,  in  our  judgment,  is  cor- 
rectly taken,  that  the  word  ** sorting,"  as  used  in  the  paragraph  under 
consideration  (383),  must  be  construed  according  to  its  statutory  defini- 
tion, as  there  specified.  It  is  limited,  so  far  as  double  duties  are  con- 
cerned, to  such  portions  of  the  fleeces  as  have  been  increased  in  value 
per  x)ound  above  the  value  of  the  entire  fleece  from  which  the  wool  was 
taken. 

The  language  is  "which  has  been  sorted  or  increased  in  value  by  the 
rejection  of  any  part  of  the  original  fleece." 

These  alternative  phrases,  in  our  judgment,  are  to  be  construed  as 
equivalent  in  meaning. 

*' Sorting,"  it  is  true,  as  usually  defined,  means  that  process  pre- 
liminary to  wool  manufacturing  necessary  to  fit  the  article  for  textile 
purposes,  which  consists  in  classifying  by  separation  the  fibers  of  the 
fleece  as  clipped  from  the  sheep's  body,  *'  according  to  length,  fiuene^ 
elasticity,  and  soundness  of  staple."  The  wool  varies  in  quality  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  animal,  as  many  as  twelve  or  fourteen  "sorts"  being: 
sometimes  obtained  from  a  single  fleece,  but  frequently  not  more  than 
from  five  to  seven  qualities.  This  is  fully  explained  in  the  testimony 
of  experts  taken  before  the  board,  as  well  as  by  reputable  works  on 
wool  manufacture.  (Spons.  Bncyc.  of  Manf.  and  Eaw  Miaiterials,  Vol. 
2,  p.  2060;  Beaumont's  Woolens  and  Worsted  Cloth  Manf.,  p.  — .) 

Our  reasons  for  holding  that  the  ^'sorting,"  as  here  referred  to,  is 
confined  to  that  process  which  increases  the  value  of  the  sorted  article 
above  the  average  per  pound  before  sorting,  are  the  following :  The 
statute  is  to  be  construed  in  the  light  of  the  evil  intended  to  be 
remedied  by  it.  Prior  to  its  enactment  it  was  a  practice  prevailing 
among  the  carpet  manufacturers  of  this  country  to  sort  wool  of  the 
third  class  by  rejecting  the  inferior  qualities  of  the  fleece  so  as  to  in- 
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crease  the  valae  of  the  remainder  and  to  import  the  superior  quality 
thns  obtained,  leaving  the  other  behind  unlmported.  This  fact  was 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  in  the 
United  States  House  of  Eepresentatives  and  made  the  basis  of  a  specific 
complaint  by  the  wool-growers,  who  were  contending  for  protective 
rates  of  duty  for  their  particular  industry  of  sheep-raising.  Moreover, 
a  rejection  of  any  part  of  the  fleece,  so  as  to  increase  it  in  value  above 
the  average,  is  a  mode  of  sorting  in  itself  and  would  be  tautological, 
nnless  intended  to  define  the  word  so  as  to  confine  its  meaning  to  this 
process  involving  the  rejection  of  the  inferior  qualities  of  the  fleece. 

(3)  We  are  satisfied,  furthermore,  that  a  grading  of  wools  by  assem- 
bling the  whole  fleeces  according  to  colors  merely  is  not  a  sorting  of 
such  wools,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  under  consideration. 

The  evidence  before  the  Board  shows  that  the  practice  for  thirty 
years  past  has  been  to  grade  East  India  wools  according  to  color,  and 
that  this  process  is  not  regarded  as  "sorting''  within  the  ordinary 
sigDification  of  that  word.     And  we  so  decide. 

(4)  The  fourth  contention  involves  the  construction  of  the  phrase 
''shall  be  twice  the  duty  to  which  it  (the  wool  or  hair)  would  be  other- 
icise  subject.^ ^ 

As  applied  to  wools,  sorted  by  rejection  of  any  part  of  tile  original 
fleece  so  as  to  increase  it  in  value  above  the  average  per  pound,  this 
clearly  means  that  the  duty  on  the  sorted  wool  shall  be  twice  that  to 
which  the  fleece  in  its  unsorted  condition  would  be  liable.  (Arthur  v. 
Pastor,  109  U.  S.,139.) 

(5)  The  "skirted  wools,''  referred  to  in  paragraph  383  by  way  of  ex- 
ception in  the  proviso,  mean  fleeces  from  which  the  skirts  have  been 
removed  by  clipping.  The  "skirts"  embrace  portions  of  the  stained 
or  inferior  locks  taken  from  the  belly  and  legs,  and,  sometimes,  from 
the  neck.  Wools  merely  skirted  without  further  manipulation  are  not 
regarded  as  sorted  within  the  meaning  of  said  paragraph  383,  nor  are 
they  otherwise  subject  to  the  penalties  there  prescribed  by  reason  of 
being  skirted. 

We  find  as  matter  of  feet  in  these  cases : 

(1)  That  the  importation  in  each  case  embraces  wool  of  the  third 
class,  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  378  of  the  present  tariff  law. 

(2)  The  portion  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  costing  over  13  cents 
per  pound  was  of  this  value,  and  that  returned  as  costing  less  than  this 
sum  was  of  the  value  so  stated. 

(3)  That  ttie  merchandise  is  East  India  wool,  and  that  it  has  been  the 
comihon  practice  to  import  this  kind  of  wool  into  the  United  States 
separated  or  sorted  as  to  colors  the  past  twenty  or  thirty  years. 
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(4)  The  merchandise  has  not  been  changed  in  its  character  or  condi- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  duty,  nor  has  it  been  reduced  in 
value  by  the  admixture  of  dirt  or  any  other  foreign  substance. 

(5)  In  the  case  of  Higgins  &  Co.  there  has  been  a  separation  of  the 
importation  as  to  color  into  gray,  yellow,  and  white  wools,  and  a 
separation  as  to  quality  of  the  white  wools,  but  not  as  to  the  gi-ay  and 
the  yellow. 

The  gray  and  yellow  have  depreciated  in  value  per  pound  below  the 
average  value  of  the  lot  before  separation ;  but  the  white  wool  has  ap- 
preciated in  value  by  reason  of  a  separation  as  to  quality.  The  average 
value  of  the  gray,  yellow,  and  white  we  find  to  have  been  about  12 
cents.     The  average  value  of  the  white  we  find  to  be  about  18  cents. 

(6)  We  find  that  the  collector  estimated  the  duty  on  all  of  these  wools 
by  making  it  twice  what  it  would  have  been  on  the  value  of  the  wool 
in  its  present  condition  and  not  in  its  condition  prior  to  manipulation, 
by  assorting. 

(7)  We  find  that  the  white  wool  in  the  importation  of  Higgins  &  Co.. 
in  addition  to  the  process  of  classifying  as  to  color,  has  also  been  far- 
ther separated  and  classified  as  to  quality  so  as  to  increase  its  value. 
It  is,  therefore,  *' sorted''  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  383.  The 
gray  and  the  yellow  wool  has  not  been  so  "sorted." 

(8)  The  wool  covered  by  the  protest  in  the  case  of  Thatcher  &  Co.  has 
been  reduced  and  not  increased  in  value  by  the  rejection  of  a  portion 
of  the  original  fleece,  i.  e.,  reduced  below  the  average  value  per  pound 
pf  the  whole  fleece  from  which  it  was  taken. 

These  views  operate  to  reverse  the  collector's  decision  in  each  impor- 
tation, which  decisions,  it  is  proper  to  state,  seem  to  have  been  made 
in  deference  to  a  suggestion  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
designed  to  bring  the  '^sorting  clauses"  of  the  present  tariff  law  before 
this  board  for  construction. 

It  is  proi)er  to  add  that  in  reliquidating  the  entries  proper  reganl 
must  be  had  to  the  limitation  imposed  by  the  following  clause  of  said 
paragraph  383 :  "Wools  on  which  a  duty  is  assessed  amounting  to  three 
times  or  more  than  that  which  could  be  assessed  if  said  wool  was  im- 
ported unwashed,  such  duty  shall  not  be  doubled  on  account  of  its  being 
sorted." 

So  the  duty  can  not  be  "assessed  upon  an  amount  less  than  the  in 
voice  or  entered  value,"  as  generally  provided  in  section  7  of  the  act 
of  June  10,  1890. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  in  each  case  is  reversed,'  jftd  he  is  au- 
thorized to  reliquidate  the  entries  according  to  law. 
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(G.  A.  799.) 

Weight  of  warehoused  merchandise — Final  withdrawals. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  4, 1891. 

In  the  QMkUer  of  the  protest,  7238  6,  of  Meflsrs.  M.  P.  Kohlberg  Sc,  Co.  against  the  decialon  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  San  Franoleco,  Cal.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  weight  of  tobacco  rewarhoused,  imported  per  railroad,  April  2, 1801. 

Opinion  by  Wii^kikson,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

The  merchaudise  is  leaf  tobacco,  which  was  imported  at  the  port  of 
XewYork  April  7,  1890,  there  warehoused,  withdrawn  from  ware- 
house November  7  under  bond  for  trani^portation  to  San  Francisco, 
rewarehoused  at  the  last-named  port,  and  finally  withdrawn  from  ware- 
house and  duties  paid  April  2,  1891. 

Daty  was  assessed  upon  the  tobacco  at  the  weight  ascertained  upon 
the  withdrawal  at  New  York.  The  appellants  claim  that  the  merchan- 
dise is  dutiable  only  upon  its  weight  at  the  time  of  its  final  withdrawal. 

The  board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  withdrawal  meant  in  the  last 
proviso  of  section  50,  N.  T.,  ik  a  withdrawal  of  warehoused  goods 
from  the  custody  of  the  Government. 

The  claim  of  the  importers  that  the  tobacco  is  dutiable  only  upon  the 
weight  found  at  the  time  of  its  withdrawal  from  bonded  warehouse  in 
San  Francisco  is  sustained  accordingly. 

Reference  is  made  to  G.  A.  157  and  450. 


(G.  A.  801.) 

BetanaphthoL 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York^  August  4,  1891. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  8248  a  and  8249a,  of  the  Roessler  Hasslacher  Chemical  Company 
against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of 
duties  chargeable  on  certain  coal-tar  products,  imported  per  PolyneHa,  October  10, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  OenercU  AppraUer, 

The  merchandise  is  betanaphthol,  a  compound  formed  by  the  treat- 
ment of  naphtholin  with  sulphuric  acid,  and  afterwards  with  caustic 
alkalies. 

The  article  was  assessed  for  duty  at  25  per  cent  under  paragraph 
76,  N.  T.,  as  a  chemical  compound.  The  appellants  claim  that  it  is 
dutiable  only  at  20  per  cent  under  paragraph  19  as  a  coal-tar  prepara- 
tion. 

From  competent  testimony  we  find  that  betanaphthol  is  in  fact  a 
coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  nor  a  dye,  and  that  it  is  so  commer- 
cially known.  It  is,  therefore,  specifically  provided  for  under  para- 
graph 19,  N.  T.,  and  the  claim  of  the  importers  that  it  is  dutiable  at 
20  per  cent  is  hereby  sustained.  Eeference  is  made  to  our  decision 
(G.  A.  506)  on  resorcine. 
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(G.  A.  882.) 
Antiquities — Free  entry  of  one  antique  vase  for  a  cdttection. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  23,  1891- 

In  the  matter  of  iheproteat,  10922  a,  of  Mr.  O.  L.  TUHEiny,  asrainBt  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  dutfes  chai^^eable  on  certain  antiqne  yaae, 
imported  per  Serosa,  April  17, 1891. 

Opinion  by  SomkbyilIiS,  General  Appraiser. 

^^^^  • 

"We  find  the  article  covered  by  the  protest  in  this  case  to  consist  of 
one  antique  Moorish  China  vase,  valued  at  £30,  and  imported  April 
17,  1891. 

The  article  unquestionably  is  of  genuine  antiquitj^,  and  was  produced 
prior  to  the  year  1700. 

It  is  the  property  of  Mr.  Charles  A.  Dana,  having  been  imported  for 
the  first  time  in  July,  1890,  and  afterwards  shipped  to  England  from 
this  country  bj;  Messrs.  Tiffany  &  Co.  Tor  exhibition  at  the  South  Kens- 
ington Museum  in  England,  and  is  now  returned  to  this  country. 

It  is  made  to  appear  by  the  invoice  and  other  papers  in  another  case 
on  hearing  before  the  board,  that  Mr,  Dana  previously  imported  a 
number  of  antique  curiosities,  consisting  of  Persian  vases  and  tiles, 
Damascus  bowls  and  bottles,  Spanish  plates,  and  other  like  articles, 
such  as  would  ponstitute  a  collection  of  antiquities  suitable  for  souvenirs 
or  cabinet  collections  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  524  of  the  tariff 
act  of  October,  1890.  We  infer,  and  so  find,  as  stated  in  the  protest  of 
the  appellant,  that  the  said  vase  is  to  be  added  as  an  accretion  to  this 
collection  already  on  hand  and  owned  by  said  Dana,  where  it  once  be- 
longed as  a  constituent  part. 

We  also  find  that  the  article  under  consideration  is  one  suitable  for 
a  souvenir  or  for  a  cabinet  collection,  one  or  both. 

Under  the  decision  made  in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Glaenzer  &  Co.,  in 
September,  1891,  we  sustain  the  protest  of  the  appellant  and  hold  the 
importation  to  "be  free. 

In  holding  that  a  single  article  of  genuine  antiquity  is  free  of  duty 
when  it  is  to  be  added  to  a  collection  already  on  hand,  and  a  fortiori 
when  it  is  merely  restored  to  its  original  status  as  a  part  of  such  col- 
lection by  reimportation,  we  follow  on  this  point  our  decision  in  G.  A. 
185,  w^hich  was  recently  affirmed  on  appeal  by  Judge  Bond,  sitting  for 
the  United  States  circuit  court  of  Maryland,  as  shown  in  an  unreported 
decision.  The  same  view  is  countenanced  by  Judge  Blodgett,  of  the 
circuit  court  for  the  northern  district  of  Illinois,  in  United  States  r. 
One  oil  painting,  31  Fed.  Rep.,  881.     In  re  (Jodwin,  46  Fed.  Rep., 
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360,  Jndge  Lacombe,  of  the  circuit  court  for  the  southern  district  of 
Ifew  York,  expresses  a  contrary  opinion,  but  his  remark  on  this  point 
vas  clearly  obiter  dictum,  as  he  held  the  antique  article  thepre  involved 
to  be  one  of  a  collection  purchased  abroad  contemi)oraneously  but 
shipped  in  different  vessels. 

The  collector's  decision  is  reversed,  and  he  is  authorized  to  reliqui- 
(iate  the  duties  according  to  law. 


(G.  A.  895.) 
Dyewood  extract — PtHmvline  buff. 
More  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  26,  1891. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  12257  a,  of  W.  J.  Matheson  St  Go. ,  (Limited) ,  against  the  deoiBion  of  the 
collector  of  customB  at  New  York,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
"  primuline  buff,''  imported  per  81.  Pancras,  March  10, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharps.  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  consisted  of  an  article  known  as  *^ primuline  buff/' 
and  is  subject  to  duty  under  the  act  of  October,  1890.  ♦ 

The  assistant  appraiser  reported  that  the  article  was  submitted  to  the 
United  States  chemist,  who  made  return  that  it  exhibited  the  qualifica- 
tions of  coal-tar  color,  and  it  was  thereupon  classified  for  duty,  under 
paragraph  18,  as  a  coal-tar  color  or  dye,  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  a  dyewood  extract, 
liable  for  duty  under  paragraph  26. 

We  find  from  the  evidence  adduced  on  the  hearing  that  primuline 
buff  is  a  preparation  from  quercitron,  wnich  is  the  bark  of  the  black 
oak,  sometimes  called  dyers'  oak,  and  that  it  is  used  in  tanning,  and 
more  generally  in  dyeing.  In  the  latter  use  it  imparts  to  calicoes  and 
cloths  shades  of  yellow  colors.  There  is  an  admixture  of  alizarine  in 
the  preparation,  which  modifies  the  color,  and  this  part  comes  from 
coal  tar.  The  evidence  showed,  however,  that  quercitror^  furnishes  80 
per  cent  |nd  alizarine  20  per  cent  of  the  compound. 

The  chief  agent  in  the  tinctorial  result  comes  from  the  quercitron, 
which  is  predominant,  and  the  effect  of  the  alizarine  is  subordinate. 

We  also  find  that  primuline  buff,  at  and  prior  to  October  1,  1890, 
was  known  ps  a  dyewood  extract  in  the  markets  of  the  country  and  in 
the  wholesale  trade  generally. 

On  these  findings  we  sustain  the  protest,  and  authorize  a  reliquida- 
tion  accordingly. 
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(G.  A.  966.) 
Bottles — Certain  hoUow  glass  female  figures  dutiable  as. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  22, 1891. 

In  the  mfUter  of  the  protest,  86226,  of  Mihalovltch  Fletcher  ii  Co.,  afi^inst  the  decision  of  the  sax- 
veyor  of  customs  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
fancy  flint-glass  bottles,  imported  per  Lctdy  Palmer,  July  7, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  Qeneral  Apprafiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  was  classified  as  ^' flint  glassware,"  aud 
duty  was  assessed  upon  it  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 
105,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

The  importers  claim  that  the  articles  are  bottles,  and  are  specifically 
provided  for  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  103. 

Samples  representing  the  goods  in  question  were  submitted  to  the 
board.  An  examination  of  these  samples  shows  them  to  be  hollow 
vessels  molded  from  flint  glass.  They  are  translucent,  and  are  of  two 
designs ;  one,  which  is  of  the  capacity  of  less  than  1  pint  and  more  than 
one-quarter  of  1  pint,  is  made  to  represent  a  scantily  attired  female 
standing  erect,  the  head  separate  from  the  body  and  fitting  closely  on 
a  narrow  neck  attached  thereto,  thus  forming  a  cover  or  stopi)er  there- 
for. The  other  article,'  of  the  capacity  of  more  than  1  pint,  represents 
a  woman  in  a  sitting  position,  and  is  accompanied  by  a  small  bamboo 
rocking  chair,  in  which  the  figure  is  to  be  placed.  The  rocking  chair 
is  separately  invoiced  and  rated  for  duty.  The  head  of  this  glass  figure 
also  forms  a  stopper  therefor. 

The  construction  of  the  merchandise  in  question  leads  us  to  conclude 
that  it  was  designed  for  use  as  conUiiners  for  liquids.  Webster  defines 
a  bottle  as  "a  hollow  vessel  of  glass  *  *  *  with  a  narrow  mouth, 
for  holding  or  carrying  liquors." 

The  glass  figures  covered  by  this  protest  answer  to  the  above  de- 
scription. 

We  find  as  facts  that  they  are  flint-glass  bottles  of  the  capacity  of  7* 
and  18i  fluid  ounces,  respectively,  and  we  hold  that  the  claim  of  the 
importers,  that  duty  should  have  been  assessed  upon  them  in  accord- 
ance with  the  appropriate  provisions  of  paragraph  103,  was  well  taken. 

The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained. 


(G.  A.  Ip03.) 
Toys — Cetiain  harmonicas  dtitiable  as. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisens  at  New  York,  November  10, 1S91. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  10893  a,  eto.,  of  Merars.  H.  Senary 's  Sons  and  others,  againai  the  di- 
cision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amoant  of  duties  obarj^'fi^l'^ 
on  certain  musical  instruments,  imported  per  Taormina,  March  3, 1891,  and  tfte  Teasels  namrtl 
in  the  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  covered  by  the  several  protests  under  consideration  are 
accordions  and  harmonicas.     They  were  classified  as  manufactures  of 
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metal)  and  assessed  with  duty  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 215,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

The  appellauts  claim  that  the  accordions  are  dutiable  at  35  per  cent 
ad  ralorem  as  manufactures  of  wood,  under  paragraph  230,  act  of  Oc- 
tober 1,  1890,  and  the  harmonicas  at  the  same  rate  as  toys,  under  para- 
graph 436  of  the  said  act. 

The  accordions  are  similar  to  those  covered  by  decision  of  the  board 
(G.  A.  416). 

We  find  the  facts  in  the  present  case  to  be  the  same  as  set  forth  in 
the  case  referred  to. 

R^;arding  the  harmonicas,  the  board  has  exhausted  all  the  means  at 
their  command  in  order  to  determine  the  dutiable  character  thereof. 

So  far  as  we  are  aware,  all  the  dealers  in  harmonicas  doing  business 
in  New  York  City  appeared  before  the  board  and  testified  as  to  the  per-, 
tineut  facts  relative  thereto.  We  were  unable  to  procure  as  witnesses 
in  the  ease  manufacturers  of  articles  of  the  kind  in  question,  as  harmon  - 
icas  do  not  appear  to  be  made  in  this  country. 

m 

The  testimony  of  the  witnesses  referred  to  tends  to  show  that  single 
barmonicas  costing  net  1  mark  each  or  less  ajid  double  harmonicas 
costing  i^et  2  marks  each  or  less  are  toys. 

The  board  has  found  great  difficulty  in  determining  the  dividing 
line  between  harmonicas  that  are  toys  and  harmonicas  that  are  chiefly 
used  by  adults  or  by  children  for  other  purposes  than  in  play.  We 
accept  the  above  testimony  as  conclusive. 

In  the  present  case  the  harmonicas  are  invoiced  at  no  greater  price 
than  9.35  marks  per  dozen,  and  we  find  as  facts  relative  thereto  that 
they  are  toys. 

The  claim  of  the  importers  as  to  all  of  the  merchandise  covered  by 
these  protests  is  sustained. 

The  protest  relative  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  act  of  October  1, 
1890.  is  hereby  overruled. 


(G.  A.  1029.) 

Ultramarine  blue  in  pulp. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraiser's  at  New  York,  November  26,  1891, 

In  the  mfttter  of  the  protest,  1365  a,  of  Mr.  C.  P.  Zentgrraf,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
cuslrtiua  at  New  York  aa  tu  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  ultramarine 
blue  in  pulp,  imported  per  Obdan\,  May  29, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharbetts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  on  the  29th  of  May,  1891,  there 
were  imported  into  New  York  ten  casks  containing  ultramarine  in  pulp. 
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and  one  cask  containing  ultramarine  blue  in  powder.  The  weight  of 
the  ultramarine  blue  and  water  in  the  pulp  is  separately  stated  in  the 
invoice,  and  the  value  of  the  ultramarine  is  based  upon  the  net  weight 
thereof. 

Duty  was,  however,  assessed  upon  the  combined  weight  of  ultrama 
rine  blue  and  water  at  the  rate  of  4*  cents  per  pound,  under  i>aragraph 
55,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

The  importer  does  not  contend  that  the  merchandise  was  improperly 
classified,  but  claims  that  only  the  dry  weight  thereof  is  chargeable 
with  duty. 

At  a  hearing  in  the  case  the  testimony  of  Government  experts  tended 
to  show  that  the  actual  dry  weigiit  of  ultramarine  in  pulp  can  be  ac- 
curately and  conveniently  determined,  and  an  examination  of  the  sev- 
eral paragraphs  included  under  the  head  of  paints,  colors,  and  var- 
nishes would  seem  to  indicate  that  Congress  intended  that  an  aJlowaoee 
should  be  made  for  water  when  paints  were  suspended  or  mixed  there 

with. 

■ 

Paragraph  50  provides  for  blues,  such  as  Berlin,  Prussian,  Chinese, 
and  all  others  containing  ferrocyanide  of  iron,  dry  or  ground,  in  or 
mixed  with  oil,  6  cents  per  pound ;  in  pulp  or  mixed  with  water,  6 
cents  per  pound  on  the  material  contained  therein  when  dry. 

The  provisions  of  paragraph  53  are  relatively  the  same  with  regard 
to  an  allowance  for  water  when  the  colors  specified  therein  are  im- 
ported in  pulp. 

The  rate  of  duty  imposed  upon  dry  chromium  colors,  in  which  lead 
and  bichromate  of  potash  or  soda  are  component  parts,  is  the  same  as 
that  provided  for  ultramarine  blue,  and  although  paragraph  55  makes 
no  separate  provision  for  ultramarine  pulp,  we  hold  that  only  the 
actual  quantity  of  ultramarine  blue  imported  is  chargeable  with  duty. 

This  construction  of  law,  which  is  based  upon  numerous  decisions 
of  the  courts,  places  ultramarine  pulp  upon  a  parity  with  chrome  yel- 
low, chrome  green,  etc.,  in  pulp,  and  harmonizes  with  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  58,  which  impose  but  3  cents  per  pound  duty  on  wash 
blue  containing  ultramarine ;  that  is  to  say,  ultramarine  inseparably 
mixed  with  water  and  possibly  other  blues. 

For  the  above  reasons  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  only  the  actual 
quantity  of  ultramarine  blue  imported  in  the  present  case  is  dutiable 
at  4  J  cents  per  pound,  under  paragraph  55,  N.  T. 

To  this  extent  the  protest  is  sustained. 
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(G.  A.  1032.) 
Wearing  apparel — Lace  aprons. 
Before  the  XJ.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28, 1891. 

In  the  DQAlter  of  the  protest,  9664  a,  of  Mensra.  Boyd.  Sutton  4  Oo..  againat  the  deoiBion  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  lace 
sproDSf  hnported  per  C^^,  November  3, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Qeneral  Appraiser^ 

We  find  as  facts  in  the  present  case : 

(1)  That  the  articles  are  aprons. 

(2)  That  they  are  composed  of  cotton. 

(3)  That  they  are  made  chiefly  of  lace. 

(4)  That  they  are  wearing  apparel. 

Duty  was  assessed^  upon  them  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  articles 
of  cotton  made  wholly  or  in  part  of  lace,  under  paragraph  373,  act  of 
October  1,  1890. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  not  more 
than  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  cotton  wearing  apparel,  under  para- 
graph 349  of  the  said  act. 

The  goods  are  covered  by  the  provisions  of  both  the  paragraphs  re- 
ferred to.  The  issue  presented  therein  is:  Under  which  of  the  two 
are  they  more  specifically  provided  for!  The  term  articles  as  used  in 
the  tarifTtComprehends  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  whereas  the 
words  wearing  apparel  have  a  restricted  meaning,  and  apply  to  an 
e^cial  class  of  articles  designed  to  bo'  worn  upon  the  person.  It  is 
true  that  articles  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of  lace  also  foriiied  an 
especial  class  of  merchandise,  a  class  that  may  include  a  less  number 
of  articles  than  are  covered  by  the  words  wearing  apparel.  We  hold, 
however,  that  only  merchandise  enumerated  in  the  cotton  schedule 
not  more  specifically  provided  for  than  as  articles  is  affected  by  having 
laces  as  a  component  part  thereof.  This  view  is  in  harmony  with  the 
construction  of  the  provisions  of  the  statutes. 

In  the  act  of  1883  articles  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of  iron  were 
pronded  for  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem.  Notwithstanding  this  fact, 
bedsteads,  guns,  and  table  knives  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of  iron 
▼ere  held  to  be  more  specifically  provided  for  in  the  said  act  under 
the  respective  provisions  applicable  to  furniture,  firearms,  and  cutlery. 

The  claim{of  the  importer  in  the  present  case  that  the  lace  aprons 
in  question  are  dutiable  as  wearing  apparel,  under  paragraph  349  of 
the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  would  seem  to  be  well  founded. 

The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained. 
75 
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(G.  A.  1039.) 
Miliiary  silk  sashes —  Weanng  appareh 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  30, 1891. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  8207  a,  of  Messrs.  Shannon,  Miller  &  Crane,  against  the  decision  of  th»' 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certaii. 
vilk  sashes,  inipottcsd  per  Ludgale  HUl,  October  14,  1890. 

Opinion  by  Sharbetts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  appraiser  reports  that  the  goods  in  question  are  military  silk 
sashes. 

The  importers  at  the  hearing  in  the  case  admitted  the  cori'ectness  of 
the  appraiser's  return.  The  collector  classified  the  articles  as  silk 
wearing  apparel,  and  assessed  duty  upon  them  at  60  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem, under  paragraph  413,  act  October  1,  1890. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  not  wearing  appai-el. 
and  is  dutiable  at  not  more  than  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  pani 
graph  414  of  the  said  act. 

Webster  designates  a  sash  of  the  kind  now  under  consideration  a^  a 
badge  of  distinction.  Sashes  that  are  distinctively  military  sasbe>, 
epaulets,  and  other  badges  of  distinction  are  not  properly  regarded  as 
wearing  apparel,  but  are  insignia  of  rank,  worn  only  on  ceremonioib 
occasions  and  public  parades,  and  are  in  the  nature  of  regalia.  The 
merchandise  in  question  is  of  such  a  characterl  Confining  ourselves  to 
a  consideration  thereof,  we  find  : 

(1)  That  the  articles  are  sashes  composed  of  silk,  or  of  which  silk  i- 
the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

(2)  That  they  are  military  sashes,  and  are  not  such  as  are  designe»l 
for  the  use  of,  and  are  ordinarily  woi:n  by,  men,  women,  or  children. 

(3)  That  they  are  not  wearing  apparel. 

We  hold  that  the  claim  of  the  importers  is  tenable,  and  sustain  tlit- 
protest. 


(G.  A.  1046.) 

Silk  and  cotton  shirtings. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appmisers  at  New  York,  December  2,  1SJ<1. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  10878  a-16594,  of  W.  B.  ii  J.  E.  Quintanoe.  asfAinst  the  decision  of  th" 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  auties  ehargeiible  on  cerUii 
silk  and  cotton  shirtings,  imported  per  Pennsylvania^  March  6, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabrbtts,  O^neraX  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  is  a  striped  twill  fabric  composed  v\ 

silk  and  cotton,  and  is  chiefly  used  in  the  manufacture  of  neglig^  shirr>. 

The  appraiser  returned  it  as  silk  and  cotton  shirting,  silk  chief  \-alue. 
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The  collector  classified  the  material  as  cotton  cloth  containing  an  ad- 
mixture of  silk,  and  assessed  duty  upon  it  at  the  rate  of  10  cents  per 
sqnare  yard  and  in  addition  thereto  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  ih  accord- 
ance with  the  proviso  attached  to  paragraph  348,  act  October  1,  1890. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  goods  are  composed  almost  entirely  of 
silk,  and  are  dutiable  at  the  rate  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  par- 
agraph 414  of  the  said  act. 

An  examination  of  an«ofEicial  sample  of  the  goods  shows  it  to  be 
composed  of  a  cotton  warp  and  silk  weft,  counting  160  threads  to  the 
square  inch.  At  regular  intervals  in  the  warp  are  blue  threads  of  cot- 
ton, giving  a  striped  effect  to  the  goods  and  causing  them  somewha^ 
to  resemble  in  appearance  silk-striped  sleeve  lining.  (In  the  fabrica- 
tion of  the  last-named  material,  however,  the  stripes  are  formed  by  extm 
warp  threads  added  to  a  cotton  body  or  cloth.) 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  is  known  commercially  as  shirting. 

(2)  That  it  is  not  cotton  cloth,  but  is  a  mixed  fabric  composed  of 
silk  and  cotton,  of  which  materials  silk  is  the  greater  value. 

(3)  That  it  contains  less  than  200  threads  to  the  square  inch,  count- 
iug  both  the  warp  and  filling. 

We  hold  that  the  importers'  claim  that  duty  should  have  been  as- 
j^essed  upon  the  goods  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  414, 
was  well  founded. 

The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained. 


(G.  A.  1066.) 
Embroidered  tcoolen  robes. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  4,  1891. 

(n  the  matter  of  ihe  protests,  12245  a,  etc.,  20144,  etc.,  of  H.  G.  Orowley  and  others,  affainst  the  deci- 
cirion  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  or  duties  charge- 
able on  certain  embroidered  woolen  *'  robes,"  imported  per  vessels  and  on  dates  specified  in 
schedule. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  in  question  are  so  called  robes.  They  consist  of  combina- 
tion dress  patterns  composed  of  wool.  The  portion  of  the  material  in- 
tended for  the  skirts  of  the  dresses  is  plain,  and  the  remainder  is  more 
or  less  elaborately  embroidered  with  silk. 

The  goods  were  invoiced  as  entireties  and  were  so  returned  for  duty, 
under  paragraph  398,  act  October  1,  1890,  at  60  cents  per  pound  and 
60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  the  rate  provided  therein  for  **  embroideries '' 
composed  of  wool,  worsted,  the  hair  of  the  camel,  goat,  alpaca,  or  other 
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animals,  and  made  applicable  to  these  goods  by  the  provisions  of  para- 
graph 373  of  the  said  act. 

At  the  hearing  in  the  case  counsel  for  the  importers  appeared  before 
the  board. and  advanced  the  follow! ng#argument  in  support  of  the  pro- 
test: 

(1)  That  the  goods  in  question  are  subject  to  no  greater  duty  than  44 
cents  per  pound  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  395,  upon  the  groutids  that  although  the  mer- 
chandise is  a  textile  fabric,  composed  of  wool,  embroidered  bj'  hand  or 
machinery  with  silk,  the  proviso  attached  to  paragraph  373  is  so  gram- 
matically constructed  that  the  words  *'  materials  of  which  they  are  re- 
spectively composed  "  refer  to  the  noun  *^  embroideries,"  and  not  to 
wearing  apparel  and  textile  fabrics,  consequently  the  proviso,  so  far  as 
it  applies  to  the  goods  in  question,  must  be  construed  as  if  reading 
"textile  fabrics  embroidered  with  silk  shall  not  pay  a  less  rate  of  duty 
than  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  the  rate  fixed  upon  embroideries  of  silk  ;•' 

.  and  inasmuch  as  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  is  less  than  44  cents  per  pound 
and  50  per  cent  in  the  present  case,  the  last-named  rate  (which  is  the 
rate  claimed  in  the  protest)  prevails. 

(2)  That  the  merchandise  is  of  two  kinds,  separately  provided  for  in 
the  tariff,  the  value  of  each  kind  easy  of  determination,  and  that  the 
appraising  ofl&cer  should  have  stated  the  value  of  the  embroideries  and 
plain  fabrics  and  the  collector  assessed  only  upon  the  goods  at  the  re- 
spective rates  applicable  thereto. 

The  first  contention  of  the  appellants  is,  in  our  opinion,  without  force. 
The  subject  of  the  proviso  attached  to  paragraph  373  is  wearing  apparel 
and  textile  fabrics  embroidered  by  hand  or  machinery,  and  the  words 
"materials  of  which  they  are  respectively  composed"  relate  to  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  sentence.  Without  stopping  to  consider  how  this 
sentence  should  have  been  grammatically  constructed,  we  find  no  dif- 
ficulty in  arriving  at  the  intent  of  CJongress  in  framing  the  proviso 
under  consideration,  viz,  that  textile  fabrics  composed  of  wool,  when 
embroidered  by  hand  or  machinery,  should  be  treated  for  dutiable  pur- 
pases  as  if  they  were  embroideries  composed  of  wool. 

In  Sullivan  v.  Robertson,  37  Fed.  Eep.,  778,  Judge  Lacombe  said: 
"The  statutes  are  not  to  be  construed  by  any  mere  strict  or  critical  in- 
terpretation according  to  ^grammatical  rules."  This  we  esteem  to  be  a 
sound  principle  of  revenue  law.  We  accordingly  overrule  the  first 
contention  of  the  appellants. 

In  G.  A.  8SS  the  board  held  that  the  appraiser  at  Boston  acted  cor- 
rectly in  segregating  the  value  of  embroidered  and  plain  materials 


1119 

compoaiBg  dress  patterns  similar  to  the  mershandise  in  dispute,  and 
we  incline  to  the  opinion  that  the  several  parts  of  the  so-called  robes 
covered  by  this  protest  should  have  been  treated  in  the  same  manner. 
It  wonld  be  a  hardship  to  impose  a  higher  rate  of  duty  at  one  port  than 
at  another  upon  similar  goods.  The  statutes  must .  be  construed,  under 
the  law,  with  a  view  to  securing  uniformity  at  all  ports. 

The  so-called  robes  in  this  case  are  dress  patterns,  consisting  of  two 
pieces  of  cloth,  not  fashioned  or  further  manufactured  than  cut  into 
suitable  lengths  to  be  made  into  robes.  The  pieces  are  subject  to  dif- 
ferent  rates  of  duty,  and  the  appraiser  should  have  appraised  the  value 
of  the  respective  kinds,  and  the  duty  fixed  by  law  should  have  been 
imposed  thereon.  To  this  extent  the  protest  is  sustained,  and  the  en- 
try should  be  so  reliquidated.^ 


(G.  A.  1067.) 
Fatna  rice. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  4, 1891. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  548-^  a,  etc.,  of  Messrs.  Gustave  A.  Jahn  and  others,  ag:alnst  the  de> 
cision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable 
on  certahi  Patna  rice,  imported  per  the  vessels  named  and  on  the  dates  specified  in  the  an- 
nexed schedule. 

Opinion  by  Sombrville,  General  AppraUer. 

The  main  question  in  this  case  is  chiefly  one  of  fact,  involving  as  it 
does  the  classification  of  certain  imported  Patna  rice  as  **  cleaned"  or 
•'uncleaned,"  under  the  provisions  of  the  new  tariff  act  of  October  1, 
1890,  and  also  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1883. 

The  board  has  given  much  time  to  the  consideration  of  the  case. 
The  testimony  of  many  importers  at  New  York  and  rice  dealers  and 
millers  from  Louisiana  has  been  heard  before  the  board,  and  able  ar- 
guments have  been  made  and  printed  briefs  filed  by  the  counsel  whp 
represented  adverse  interests  concerned  in  the  question  under  consifl- 
eration.  p 

The  new  tariff  act  (paragraph  261)  levies  a  duty  of  2  cents  per  pound 
on  '*  cleaned  rice ''  and  IJ  cents  per  pound  on  **  uncleaned  rice,'^  and 
'•paddy  "is  made  dutiable  at  three-quarters  of  1  cent  per  pound. 
Rice  flour  and  rice  meal  are  also  made  dutiable  under  those  designa- 
tions respectively. 

Under  the  tariff  act  of  March  3,  1883,  rice  had  been  classified  in  the 
«ame  manner  as  cleaned,  uncleaned,  and  paddy,  this  nomenclature  first 
appearing,  it  seems,  as  far  back  as  the  tariff  act  of  1864.  (13  Stat, 
214:  22  Stat.,  503.) 
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The  question  is  whether  **Patnarice,''  with  the  husk,  cuticle,  and 
bran  removed,  and  which  still  contains  rice  dust  or  ''rice  polish," 
sometimes  called  rice  flour,  in  a  quantity  variously  estimated  at  from 
IJ  to  15  per  cent  of  the  importation,  is  ''cleaned'^  or  '*uncleaned" 
rice  within  the  meaning  of  the  tariff  law. 

There  is  no  controversy  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  *'  paddy.-'  It 
unquestionably  means  the  article  of  rice  as  it  comes  from  the  rice 
grower,  with  the  straw  and  stem  roughly  threshed  out. 

It  is  contended  on  the  part  of  the  learned  counsel  who  appears  for 
the  Louisiana  rice  growers  and  for  the  Board  of  Trade  of  New  Orleans 
that,  while  ''paddy  '^  is  the  rice  as  it  comes  from  the  grower,  "  cleaned 
rice"  is  the  rice  fitted  for  food  by  the  elimination  of  the  husk,  cuticle, 
and  bran  ;  and  that  *'  uncleaued  rice  "  is  ?i.ny  and  all  stages  of  the  arti- 
cle intermediate  between  the  other  two ;  and  that  rice  having  in  it 
only  *'rice  polish,"  or  "dusted  with  its  own  rice  flour,"  is  "  cleaned 
rice"  within  the  meaning  of  that  term  as  used  by  Congress  in  our 
tariff  legislation. 

The  contention  urged  in  behalf  of  the  importers,  on  the  contrary,  is 
that  the  term  "cleaned  rice"  embi'aces  only  such  rice  as  has  undergone 
the  entire  process  of  cleaning  so  as  to  render  it  merchantable  as  such, 
and  that  this  process  includes  not  only  the  removal  of  the  husk,  the 
cuticle,  and  the  bran,  but  also  the  removal  of  this  substance  of  rice 
polish,  rice  dust,  or  flour,  whichever  it  maybe  properly  called.  And 
the  importers,  by  their  counsel,  further  contend  that  Patna  rice  im- 
ported in  the  condition  of  the  article  under  consideration,  with  rice 
polish  or  flour  in  it,  has  always  been  commercially  known  as  "uncleaued 
rice,"  and  that  by  this  name  it  has  for  twenty-odd  years  past  l>een 
bought  and  sold  and  known  in  trade,  wherever  it  was  dealt  in,  whether 
in  the  great  rice  markets  abroad  or  in  this  country. 

The  milling  of  rice,  briefly  stated,  embraces  the  following  processes: 

]1)  The  "screening,"  or  second  thrashing  given  the  rough  rice  or 
"paddy,"  designed  to  remove  trash,  stalks,  and  foreign  particles. 

(2)  The  removal  of  the  outer  husk  by  the  "milling  stones." 

(3)  The  separation  of  the  chaff"  and  other  substances  by  the  "screen 
blower"  and  "chaff  fan." 

(4)  The  removal  of  the  yellow  cuticle  of  the  grain  by  pestling  in 
mortars,  which  is  the  most  laborious  and  expensive  of  the  several 
processes. 

(5)  The  separation  of  the  rice  bran  from  the  rice  grains  by  sifling, 
and  the  separation  of  the  small  and  large  grains  of  rice  by  the  "brnsh 
screen." 
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(6)  Polishing^  which  is  accomplished  by  a  horizontal  revolving  drum, 
covered  vith  leather  and  surrounded  by  a  cylinder  of  wire  gauze. 

The  friction  by  the  constant  rubbing  of  the  grains  of  rice  against 
each  other  and  against  the  drum  produces  the  '^rice  polish/'  otherwise 
called  rice  dust  or  rice  flour,  which  is  not  rice  bran,  but  a  part  of  the 
^T^in  itself  worn  oif  by  attritioiit 

We  make  the  following  deductions,  based  on  the  evidence  in  thi  case 
and  on  facts  of  which  we  take  judicial  cognizance : 

(Ij  The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  Patna  rice,  a  species  of 
Bengal  rice,  sometimes  designated  as  Seeta  rice,  and  was  imported,  at 
the  dates  respectively  stated  in  the  annexed  schedule,  at  the  port  of 
New  York. 

(2)  It  contains  an  amount  of  rice  polish,  or  flour,  variously  estimated 
at  from  8  to  15  i)er  cent,  by  competent  witnesses,  and  stated  by  a 
chemist,  after  analysis,  not  to  exceed  IJ  per  cent.  The  preponderance 
of  evidence  leads  to  the  conclusion  that  the  i)olish  is  at  least  from  5  to 
'^  per  cent  of  the  entire  importation,  and  we  so  find. 

(3)  Eice  in  this  condition  is  generally  known  among  the  rice-growers 
of  L^aisiana  as  '*  cleaned  rice,"  but  is  known  among  the  rice  importers 
aud  dealers  of  New  York  and  other  leading  ports  as  **uncleaned  rice." 

(4)  That  similar  njerchandise  wafe  decided,  as  matter  of  fact,  to  be 
uneleaned  rice  in  sundry  cases  adjudicated  in  the  United  States  circuit 
courts  continuously  between  the  years  1875  and  1888,  at  the  ports  of 
Boston,  San  Francisco,  and  New  York,  where  there  is  imported  90  per 
cent  of  all  foreign  rice  coming  into  this  country. 

(5)  That  this  ** Patna  rice"  was,  in  accordance  with  these  judicial 
determinations,  classified  by  the  Treasury  Department,  and  at  the  va- 
rious custom-houses  where  it  was  chiefly  imported,  as  ^*  uncleaned  rice," 
continuouslj'  from  1877  to  1888,  or  more  than  eleven  years,  until  the 
case  of  Pferdmenges  v,  Jonas  was  decided  in  the  circuit  court  of  the 
United  States  at  New  Orleans  in  January,  1888,  which  decision  only 
briefly  suspended  this  long-prevailing  practice. 

(6)  *' Patna  ?ice"  has  always  been  imported  into  this  country  in  the 
condition  in  which  this  importation  is  shown  to  be;  «. 6.,  containing  a 
small  percentage  of  rice  polish  or  rice  flour. 

The  various  rulings  of  the  Treasury  Department,  based  on  these  de- 
cisions, are  public  documents  of  which  we  will  take  judicial  notice,  and 
are  found  published  among  the  Synopses  of  Treasury  Decisions,  Nos. 
3137  and  5916.  and  letter,  June  3, 1891,  to  New  York  collector  of  customs. 

It  will  be  observed  that  upon  the  trial  of  the  more  recent  case  of 
Jahn  V.  Erhardt,  before  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  at  New 
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York,  in  May,  1891,  where  the  jury  again  decided  that  the  merchan- 
dise, shown  to  be  precisely  similar  to  that  here  in  controversy,  was 
*'uncleaned  rice,''  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  acquiesced  in  the  de- 
cision, and  authorized  the  collectors  of  customs  to  return  to  the  former 
practice  of  so  classifying  like  imports  in  the  future. 

It  will  lead  only  to  confusion  and  increased  uncertainty  in  the  admin- 
i8tratil)n  of  the  customs  laws,  if  the  board  should  make  a  finding  which 
resulted  in  disturbing  this  long-settled  practice.  Nor,  in  our  opinion, 
does  the  evidence  justify  us  in  doing  so. 

Tariff  laws  are  designed  to  impose  duties  on  imported  merchandise. 
"There^  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  upon  aU  articles  imported 
from  foreign  countries,^ ^  etc.,  reads  the  enacting  clause  of  the  present 
tariff  law. 

The  census  statistics  show  that  the  total  rice  imports  into  this  coun- 
try for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1890,  were  more  than  67,600,000 
pounds.  Of  this  quantity,  there  was  imported  at  San  Francisco  about 
33,500,000  pounds,  and  at  New  York,  over  17,000,000,  or,  at  these  two 
ports,  about  88  per  cent  of  all  the  rice  that  comes  to  this  country  from 
abroad. 

The  evidence  in  this  case,  supported  by  the  statistics,  shows  that 
there  has  been  comparatively  little  foreign  rice  imported  at  New 
Orleans,  and  especially  is  this  true  of  P&tna  rice,  in  the  condition  of 
that  in  controversy. 

At  each  of  these  ports,  including  also  Boston,  repeated  judgments  of 
the  courts,  based  on  the  findings  of  juries,  have  for  more  than  thirteen 
years  impressed  on  this  kind  of  rice  the  designation  of  "  uncleaned 
rice." 

When  the  tariff  act  of  March  3, 1883,  was  passed  these  court  decisions 
had  been  made,  and  the  practice  of  so  classifying  like  merchandise  had 
prevailed  for  many  years.  (Synopsis  Treas.  Dec.  3137.)  It  is  presum- 
able that  the  law  was  passed  with  full  knowledge  on  the  part  of  Con- 
gress of  these  repeated  judicial  constructions  of  the  phrases  "  cleaned'' 
and  '* uncleaned"  rice,  and  that  the  lawmakers  legislated  with  refer- 
ence to  the  important  fact  that  the  collectors  of  customs,  acting  under 
instructions  of  the  Treasury  Department,  were  everj'  day  classifying 
Patna  rice,  with  a  like  percentage  of  rice  polish  in  it,  as  "uncleaned" 
and  not  as  *' cleaned''  rice. 

It  is  a  settled  rule  of  statutory  construction,  applicable  as  well  to 
customs  laws  as  other  statutes,  that  where  a  phrase  or  word  has  received 
a  uniform  judicial  construction,  extending  through  many  years,  and 
a  law  is  reenacted  in  the  same  terms,  it  will  be  presumed  that  the 
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lawmaking  power  intended  to  attach  to  the  same  phrases  or  words,  thUs 
repeated  by  reenactment  the  meaning  previously  attached  to  them  by 
the  courts.  In  other  words,  that  the  reenactment  of  a  statute  after  a 
settled  judicial  construction  is  regarded  as  a  legislative  adoption  of  the 
statute  as  it  had  been  thus  authoritatively  construed.  (Mason  v. 
Phearson,  9  How.  U.S.,  268  ;  Brown  v.  United  States,  113  U.  8., 568; 
United  States  t?.  Johnston,  124  U.  S.,  236;  Sutherland  Stat.  Construc- 
tion, §333.) 

It  is  true  that  on  June  18,  1889,  the  Treasury  Department,  referring 
to  its  unpublished  dedsion  of  May  17,  1888.  and  to  the  New  Orleans 
circuit  court  decision,  made  four  or  five  months  previous,  apparently ' 
departed  from  the  ^ong-settlei  practice  to  the  contrary,  and  classified 
certain  rice  as  '^cleaned"  which  was  probably  of  the  same  kind  as  that 
here  under  consideration.  But  it  was  said  in  that  announcement  that 
the  witnesses  all  testified  that  *Hhe  floury  appearance"  of  the  rice  was 
'* owing  to  the  fact  that  it  teas  mixed  with  flour  for  the  purpose  of  evad- 
ing the  proper  rate  of  duty. ' ' 

That  decision  of  the  Department  manifestly  turned  on  this  allegation 
of  fact,  which,  if  true,  would  undoubtedly  have  justified  the  classifi- 
cation of  the  rice  as  '*  cleaned."  No  artifice  of  this  kind  could  be  per- 
mitted to  change  its  character  for  dutiable  t)urpo8es. 

The  testimony  in  this  case  leaves  no  foundation  or  even  pretext  for 
the  belief  that  the  rice  polish  or  flour  found  in  the  rice  covered  by  the 
present  protest  was  artificially  mixed  with  it  for  any  such  purpose. 
^'or  ih  it  so  contended  by  counsel. 

Congress  is  presumed  to  have  been  familiar  with  this  ruling,  and  the 
reason  on  which  it  clearly  appears  to  have  been  based,  when  the  tariff' 
act  of  October  1,  1890,  was  passed.  It  is  not  of  a  character  to  destroy 
the  legal  force  of  the  long-settled  practice  based  on  the  judicial  deci- 
sions at  Boston,  San  Francisco,  and  New  York,  at  least  as  an  element  of 
interpreting  the  intent  of  the  lawmakers  in  repeating  on  this  subject 
the  phraseology  employed  in  the  tariff  act  of  March  3, 1883.  It  can  not 
be  that  Congress  intended  to  use  the  phrase  *'uncleaned  rice"  in  one 
sense  in  the  act  of  1883  and  in  another  sense,  entirely  distinct,  in  the 
act  of  1890.  Presumptively  the  same  words  mean  the  same  thing  in 
each  act. 

This  view  of  the  case,  in  our  opinion,  ought  to  dispose  of  the  ques- 
tion before  us  without  further  consideration.  To  ignore  it  would  in- 
volve the  customs  laws  in  so  much  uncertainty  as  to  greatly  disturb 
the  settled  channels  of  our  foreign  commerce  and  the  customary  modes 
of  doing  business.     It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  importers  should 
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beforehand  know  the  rates  of  duty  imposed  by  law  on  all  goods  pur- 
chased abroad  and  Imported  for  the  home  markets. 

Bat  there  is  another  sound,  if  not  infallible,  test  of  the  question  as 
to  whether  Patna  rice  of  this  kind  is  '  *  cleaned  "  or  ^ '  uncleaned. ' '  The 
test  is  based  on  the  contractual  dealings  of  rice  merchants  who  import 
and  sell  rice  in  the  trade. 

Would  a  contract  to  deliver  100  tierces  of  "cleaned''  rice  from 
abroad  at  New  York,  San  Francisco,  Boston,  or  New  Orleans  be  ful- 
filled by  the  delivery  of  that  quantity  of  Patna  rice  in  the.  condition  of 
the  rice  in  controversy? 

•    We  think  a  fair  inference  from  all  the  testimony  would  require  this 
question  to  be  answered  in  the  negative. 

This  test  was  clearly  formulated  by  Judge  Lacombe  in  the  late  case 
of  Jahn  V.  Erhardt,  tried  in  the.  United  States  circuit  court  for  the 
southern  district  of  New  York  in  May,  1891,  when  he  gave  this  charge : 

If  the  jury,  from  the  evidence,  believes  that  in  the  case  of  a  contract 
between  honest  merchants,  dealing  in  the  general  markets  of  the  coun- 
try, for  the  sale  and  delivery  of  merchantable  "cleaned  rice"  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade,  the  delivery  of  Patna  rice  in  the  condition  of 
that  in  controversy  would  not  be  an  honest  fulfillment  of  the  contract 
in  the  understanding  of  merchants,  then,  and  in  that  case,  the  jury 
must  find  for  the  plaintiff. 

Under  this  and  other  charges  the  jury  made  a  finding  for  the  plaintiff 
and  against  the  Government,  or,  in  other  words,  that  the  rice  there  in 
controversy,  which  is  shown  to  be  precisely  like  that  involved  in  this 
contention,  was  "uncleaned,"  by  reason  of  its  containing  the  rice  dust, 
polish,  or  flour  found  in  it.  The  preponderance  of  testimony  in  this 
case,  we  repeat,  supports  a  like  conclusion.  In  fact,  the  evidence  sat- 
isfactorily shows  that  such  rice  is  not  merchantable  for  edible  2>tt?3>(we«. 
but  is  salable  only  to  millers,  who  buy  it  for  the  purpose  of  subjecting 
it  to  a  cleaning  process,  by  the  removal  of  the  rice  flour,  which  is  neces 
sary  in  order  to  render  it  merchantable  as  '^cleaned  rice.'^ 

We  might  assign  other  reasons  in  support  of  the  classification  made 
of  the  collector,  but  this  is  not  deemed  necessary. 

The  board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  Patna  rice  in  question  is  "un- 
cleaned" rice  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  270  of  the  tariff  act  of 
1883  and  paragraph  261  of  the  present  tariff  act,  and  the  collector's  ' 

« 

decision  is  accordingly  reversed. 

General  Appraiser  Lunt  nonconcurred  in  the  findings  of  fact  and 
the  decision  thereon  relating  to  importations  made  under  the  tariff"  act 
of  1883,  and  presented  the  following  findings  of  fact  as  proper  tc  be 
drawn  from  the  evidence : 
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(1)  That  the  protestants,  Gufetavus  John  &  Co.,  imported  into  the 
port  of  New  York,  in  Jnne  and  July,  1890,  as  specified  in  the  schedule 
annexed,  quantities  of  so-called  Patna  rice,  which  the  collector  classi- 
fied as  cleaned  rice  and  levied  duty  thereon  at  2^  cents  per  pound. 

(2)  That  the  rice  upon  which  duty  was  so  levied  was,  in  fact,  cleaned 
rice,  with  which  was  mixed,  by  polishing  or  otherwise,  a  quantity  of 
rice  flour,  and  said  pound  duty  was  levied  upon  the  combined  weight 
of  rice  and  flour. 

(3)  That  at  the  time  of  these  several  importations  rice  mixed  with 
a  quantity  of  flour,  and  in  the  condition  last  above  mentioned,  was 
kuown  in  trade  and  commerce  in  the  rice-growing  regions  of  the  United 
States  as  cleaned  rice. 

(4)  That  at  the  times  aforesaid  rice  from  the  kernels  of  which  the 
outer  husk  and  inner  cuticle  or  covering  had  been  removed,  and  from 
which  the  chaff  and  bran  had  been  separated  and  removed,  was  known 
in  trade  and  commerce  in  the  United  States  as  cleaned  rice;  that  the 
admixture  of  rice  flour  thereafter,  in  whatever  manner  effected,  did 
Qot  change  such  designation. 

(5)  That  at  the  times  aforesaid  there  w^as  no  general,  uniform,  and 
established  designation  in  the  United  States  whereby  such  rii^e  was. 
denominated  as  cleaned  rice. 

(6)  That  at  the  times  aforesaid  such  rice  was,  and  had  been  for  some 
time,  classified  for  duty  at  the  several  ports  of  the  United  States  as 
cleaned  rice,  by  order  of  the  Treasury  Department,  after  a  judicial  de- 
cision sustaining  such  a  classification. 

Upon  these  findings  it  is  my  opinion  that  the  protests  should  be 
overruled. 

Being  unable  to  concur  in  th%  opinion  adopted  by  my  colleagues  in 
relation  to  the  importation  of  rice  made  November  28,  1890,  I  will 
state  some  of  the  reasons  which  lead  me  to  the  contrary  conclusions. 
After  long  consideration,  discussion,  and  debate,  Congress,  on  the  1st 
day  of  October,  1890,  enacted  a  new  tariff  law,  and  we  should  ignore 
matters  of  common  knowledge  if  we  w^ere  to  assert  that  the  sole  object 
of  this  act  was  to  raise  a  revenue,  whatever  may  have  been  the  purposes 
of  former  acts.  Many  cases  decided  under  former  tariff  laws  may  be 
cited  to  show  that  the  courts  have  held  in  opinions  that  all  acts  levying 
duties  on  imports  as  regulations  of  commerce  and  revenue  are  intended 
At  practical  use  and  application  by  men  engaged  in  commerce,  and 
consequently  the  interpretation  of  customs  statutes,  particularly  in  the 
denomination  of  articles,  must  be  made  according  to  the  commercial 
understand  at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  the  law.     Paragraph  261 
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of  the  act  aforesaid,  imposing  duties  on  imports,  contains  the  following 
provision :  **  Eice,  cleaned,  2  cents  per  pound ;  uncleaned  rice,  1 J  cents 
per  pound;  paddy,  three-quarters  of  1  cent  per  pound;  rice  flour, 
rice  meal,  and  rice,  broken,  which  will  pass  through  a  sieve  known 
commercially  as  No.  12  wire  sieve,  one-fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound." 
The  rice  which  was  the  subject  of  this  importation,  called  Patna  rice, 
as  indicative  of  the  place  olf  production,  was  imported  from  Calcutta, 
and  it  has  been  attempted  to  apply  to  this  rice  distinctively  a  com- 
mercial designation  as  "uncleaned  Patnu  rice,"  or  "Patna  rice,  un- 
cleaned," and  the  evidence  for  the  protestants  has  been  largely  ad- 
duced only  concerning  the  commercial  designation  of  Patna  rice  like 
this.  The  stati^te  makes  no  distinction  between  Patna,  Japanese,  or 
rice  the  product  of  any  other  country,  and  since  the  efforts  of  the  im- 
porters appear  to  have  been  made  to  prove  that  as  Patna  rice  it  is 
known  as  uncleaned,  it  appears  to  me  that  inquiry  should  be  made 
whether  as  rice  it  is  uncleaned — not  whether  as  Patna  rice  it  is  un- 
cleaned. 

A  learned  Federal  judge  said  concerning  tariff  laws : 

They  are  framed  by  Congress  after  investigation  and  information 
obtained  by  its  members  as  to  the  conditions  of  trade  and  commerce  in 
the  country  at  large.  They  are  passed  by  a  body  of  men  who  come 
from  every  section  of  the  country,  and  are  presumed  to  be  acquainted 
with  the  conditions  of  trade,  not  only  in  the  sections  from  which  they 
come,  but  in  other  sections  in  regard  to  which  they  legislate.  There- 
fore, when  we  find  words  used  in  the  statute  we  may  fairly  assume 
that  those  words  have  been  used  with  the  sense  and  meaning  with 
which  they  are,  and  have  been,  used  by  commercial  men,  those  who 
are  engaged  in  trade  and  commerce  throughout  the  country  at  large. 

In  other  words,  to  make  a  definite  commercial  designation  an  estab- 
lished, known,  and  uniform  usage  in  tftide  and  commerce  sustaining 
the  designation  must  be  proven.  Conditions  of  climate,  soil,  and  labor 
enable  agriculturists  in  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Louisiana,  and  in 
parts  of  some  other  States,  to  raise  rice.  In  its  production,  as  is  well 
known,  human  labor  enters  more  largely  as  an  element  of  cost  than 
into  any  other  of  the  great  agricultural  products  of  the  country,  and 
without  describing  minutely  the  physical  hardships  and  exhausting 
labor  required  in  the  cultivation  and  preparation  of  this  grain  for  food, 
it  may  well  be  presumed  that  Congress,  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of 
this  act,  took  notice  of  all  the  conditions  then  existing  concerning  this 
important  industry,  and  fixed  an  adequate  rate  of  duty,  having  regard 
to  existing  conditions  and  circumstances.  Would  the  presumption  be 
unwarranted  that  the  rice-growers  of  this  country  were  heard  while 
the  tariff  was  being  framed!    Should  it  be  held  that  the  defi.nition  or 
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designations  of  the  conditioiiB  of  ricM3  as  used  or  applied  by  the  only 
people  in  the  countrySvho  produce  and  put  it  upon  the  market,  and 
whose  products  comprise  75  per  cent  of  the  edible  rice  consumed  in 
the  United  States,  are  to  be  utterly  ignored,  and  definitions  or  designa- 
tions accepted  because  applied  by  a  very  small  number  of  men,  prob- 
ably less  than  ten  in  number,  who  are  importers,  located  in  two  or 
thre§  cities,  and  all  financially  interested  in  having  the  lowest  rate  of 
duty  imposed? 

It  is  shown  by  the  evidence  that  the  rice-growei'S  of  Louisiana  know 
and  designate  rice  in  the  condition  of  this  importation  as  *'  cleaned '' 
rice.  Bearing  in  mind  the  provisions  of  the  act  and  the  intent  and 
spirit  of  the  same,  let  us  briefly  describe  the  processes  to  which  rice  is 
subjected  from  the  field  until  it  is  fitted  for  food. 

The  kernel  of  rice,  as  it  grows  in  a  head  somewhat  similar  in  form 
to  oats  or  other  small  grains,  is  enveloped  in  a  thin  closely  adhering 
skin  or  cuticle;  this  again  is  enveloped  in  an  outer  covering,  hull,  or 
husk,  attached  to  the  stalk.  The  stalks  bearing  the  grain,  having 
been  reaped  and  bundled,  are  at  the  proper  time  thrashed,  and  the 
grain,  still  in  itsiseveral  coverings,  is  separated  from  the  straw.  It  is 
then  screened,  to  remove  sticks,  pieces  of  straw,  and  other  foreign 
matters,  and  the  grain  so  separated  and  enveloped  in  both  its  cover- 
ings is  knowjQ  as  paddy.  Upon  this  the  lowest  rate  of  duty,  viz, 
three-quarters  of  1  cent  per  pound  is  imposed  by  the  tariff. 

The  next  step  is  the  removal  of  tlie  outer  husk.  This  is  a  compara- 
tively easy  operation^  since  it  does  not  adhere  so  closely  to  the  inner 
covering  or  cuticles  as  the  inner  covering  does  to  the  grain.  This 
operation  is  accomplished  by  grinding,  and  the  husks  are  separated  by 
blowers  or  fans  or  by  winnowing.  Eice  so  prepared  is  known  and 
designated  by  the  domestic  rice- growers,  millers,  and  dealers  in  the 
,  rice-producing  regions  of  the  United  States  as  uncleaned  rice ;  and 
Congress  has  imposed  upon  uncleaned  rice  an  increased  duty  over  paddy 
of  one- half  of  1  cent  i)er  pound,  making  the  duty  1  \  cents  per  pound. 

If  we  take  such  uncleaned  rice,  and  proceed  to  put  it  in  the  condi- 
tion of  ric^  known  to  the  domestic  growers,  millers,  and  dealers  above 
mentioned  as  cleaned,  it  is  necessary  that  the  inner  cuticle  should  be 
removed.  This  is  done  by  pounding  the  uncleaned  rice  in  mortal's, 
and  is  more  of  a  churning  than  a  crushing  process.  .This  work  re- 
quires care,  and  is  the  most  laborious  and  expensive  of  any  process 
required  in  the  preparation  of  the  grain  for  food  purposes.  When  the 
rice  has  been  sufl&ciently  manipulated  to  separate  the  inner  cuticle,  it 
is  again  winnowed  and  sifted,  to  remove  the  bran  so  produced,  and 


1128 

screened,  to  separate  the  small  from  the  larger  grains,  and  in  this  con- 
dition it  is  cleaned  rice.  Upon  cleaned  rice  th0  tariff  fixes  the  doty  at 
three-fourths  of  1  cent  per  pound  in  excess  of  the  duty  on  uncleaned 
rice,  viz,  at  2  cents  per  pound ;  and  it  will  be  noticed  that  the  increai^e 
of  one- fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound,  or  50  per  cent  over  the  increase  of 
the  previous  stage,  accords  with  the  increased  labor  and  expense  of 
this  process.  This,  then,  is  rice  cleaned  and  fit  for  consumption.  As 
cleaned  rice,  its  condition  is  fixed ;  it  is  freed  substantially  from  all 
extraneous  matter. 

It  may  be  here  noted  that  cleaned  rice  is  made  more  attractive  in 
appearance,  acc6rding  to  the  ideas  of  some  of  the  Caucasian  race,  by 
polishing  the  grains.  This  is  a  simple  process.  The  grain  is  placed 
in  a  cylinder  or  drum,  which  is  caused  to  revolve,  and  the  friction 
thus  produced  wears  and  polishes  the  rough  surface  of  the  grain,  and 
the  particles  of  rice  so  worn  off  are  known  as  rice  flour  or  rice  polish- 
ing powder,  and  is  readily  and  easily  removed  by  fan-blowing  as  tht* 
polishing  progresses,  or  the  motion  of  the  fan  may  be  regulated  so  as 
to  leave  a  portion  of  the  flour  with  the  grain. 

The  rice  which  is  the  subject  of  this  protest  is  cleaned  rice,  as  here- 
inbefore described,  but  is  mixed  with  an  amount  of  rice  flour  variously 
estimated  as  from  8  to  15  per  cent,  but  which  the  l)oard  finds  to  be  at 
least  from  5  to  8  per  cent.  Thus  there  is  in  the  bulk  of  this  importa- 
tion a  mixture  of  two  dutiable  articles,  cleaned  rice  and  rice  flour, 
although  rice  in  this  condition  is  known  to  domestic  producers,  mill- 
ers, and  dealers  as  cleaned  rice.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  ex- 
cessive quantity  of  rice  flour  appearing  in  this  importation  affords 
ground  for  suspicion  that  an  extra  quantity  of  flour  had  been  addeil 
for  the  purpose  of  evading  duties  by  reducing  the  grade  or  changing 
the  classification.  Such  an  interpretation  and  application  of  the  statute 
as  is  claimed  by  the  importers  in  this  case  would  afford  foreign  pro- 
ducers  all  the  opportunity  that  the  most  unscrupulous  could  desire  to 
mix  with  cleaned  rice  a  quantity  of  harmless  flour,  and  claim  that  the 
whole  should  be  passed  as  uncleaned  rice.  The  administrative  act  re- 
quiras  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  to  obtain  and  keep  samples  of 
merchandise  imported  at  the  various  ports  of  the  country  and  to  make 
comparisons  thereon,  with  a  view  to  supervising  classifications,  for  the 
purpose  of  insuring  uniformity  in  the  administration  of  the  law. 

We  have  before  us  samples  of  Patna  rice,  recently  imported  by  these 
protestants,  which  are  claimed  to  be  uncleaned,  and  so  pajssed  by  the 
custom-house  at  New  York  since  the  decision  obtained  bv  some  of  the 
protestants  in  May,  1891,  upon  an  importation  made  under  the  pro 
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visions  of  the  tariff  of  1883.  They  contaiu  a  scarcely  appreciable 
quantity  of  rice  flour  and  the  grains  are  somewhat  polished,  but  if  the 
rice  now  under  consideration  is  not  cleaned  rice,  the  samples  above 
mentioQed  are  not  cleaned  rice,  because  they  contain  a  minute  quantity 
of  flour  and  the  grains  are  not  highly  polished,  and  this,  too,  although 
substantially  all  the  labor  and  expense  necessary  to  produce  what  these 
importei-s  claim  to  be  cleaned  rice  (namely,  polished  rice  free  from 
flour)  has  been  expended  upon  it,  and  all  and  more  than  domestic 
growers,  millers,  and  dealers  say  is  required,  still  it  is  asserted  that 
the  increased  duty  of  three- fourths  of  1  cent  per  pound  laid  on  cleaned 
over  nncleaned  rice  does  not  api)ly  to  this  importation. 

As  I  understand,  it  is  alleged  by  counsel  for  the  importers  that  all 
Patna  rice  as  imported  has  mixed  with  it  a  quantity  of  rice  powder  or 
tiour.  It  is  patent  to  us  that  the  quantity  of  flour  may  be  made  to  vary, 
and  it  is  not  uncharitable  to  presume  that  so  long  as  such  rice  can  be 
passed  as  nncleaned  rice  at  the  low  rate  of  duty  of  li  cents  per  pound 
it  will  contain  the  minimum  quantity  of  flour,  which,  when  separated, 
is  only  dutiable  at  one-fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound,  and  hence  the  con- 
dition of  the  samples  we  have  referred  to.  When,  therefore,  the  duti- 
able nature  of  '*Patna  rice'^  is  said  to  have  been  adjudicated  upon  by 
the  courts,  it  is  safe  to  assume  that  such  rice  was  not  both  highly  pol- 
ished and  entirely  free  from  flour,  but  the  proportion  of  flour  so  mixed 
with  it  we  can  not  know.  If,  however,  we  should  endeavor  to  apply 
the  strict  rules  of  commercial  designation  as  In  vogue  October  1,  1890, 
and  within  a  reasonable  time  prior  thereto,  to  rice  of  the  quality  and 
condition  of  the  importation  before  us,  we  must  accept  such  evidence 
as  it  is  most  appaient  Congress  had  brought  to  its  notice  at  the  time  of 
the  framing  and  passage  of  the  act. 

For  thirteen  years  prior  to  1877  Patna  rice  was  classified  for  duty  as 
cleaned  rice,  and  this  was  in  accord  with  the  views  of  domestic  rice- 
growers.  Then  certain  verdicts  were  obtained  by  importers  to  the 
eflect  that  such  rice  was  nncleaned,  and  therefrom  the  rice  was  reclas- 
sified for  duty  as  nncleaned,  and  so  continued  until  a  cargo  of  Patna 
rice  was  imported  into  New  Orleans,  and  which  was  there  classified  as 
cleaned  rice.  After  due  proceedings  a  trial  was  had  in  the  United 
States  circuit  court  at  New  Orleans,  and  this  classification  was  judi- 
cially sustained  in  the  month  of  February,  1889.  From  that  time  until 
the  passage  of  the  tariff  act,  October  1, 1890,  it  was  so  universally  clas- 
sified at  all  ports  o*f  the  United  States  by  direction  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, and  although  statistics  show  that  in  the  year  1890  33,440,000 
pounds  of  rice  were  imported  into  San  Francisco,  17,212,000  into  New 
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composed  of  sulphate  of  barytes,  about  70  per  cent,  and  sulphide  of 
zinc,  about  30  per  cent.  It  was  assessed  for  duty  at  li  cents  per  pound, 
under  paragraph  60,  N.  T.,  as  a  white  paint  containing  zinc,  and  is 
claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  dutiable  at  25  per  cent,  under  paragraph 
61,  as  a  color  not  specially  provided  for. 

Paragraph  60  reads:  ^'Zinc,  oxide  of,  a7id  white  paint  containing  zinc, 
but  not  containing  lead,  dry,  IJ  cents  per  pound;  ground  in  oil,  11  centB 
per  pound."  The  words  in  italics  did  not  appear  in  the  bill  as  it 
originally  passed  the  House  and  Senate,  but  were  inserted  by  the  con- 
ference Qommittee. 

The  line  between  colors  and  paints  is  not  absolutely  clear.  Webster 
uses  the  words  colors,  paints,  and  pigments  as  synonyms,  while  the 
Century  Dictionary  defines  paint  as  a  *' substance  used  in  painting, 
composed  of  a  dry  coloring  material  intimately  mixed  with  a  liquid 
vehicle."  We  do  not  find  in  the  tariff  a  well-defined  distinction  be- 
tween colors  and  paints;  but  in  the  trade  there  is  a  pronounced  differ- 
ence in  the  meaning  of  the  two  words.  A  leading  domestic  manufae 
turer  of,  and  dealer  in,  colors  and  paints  describes  paint  as  '*a  pig- 
ment to  which  has  been  added  a  flowing  vehicle,  such  as  water,  tur- 
pentine, varnish,  or,  chiefly,  oil."  Other  experts  in  the  trade  indorse 
this  definition,  and  say  that  ^^  dry  paint"  is  a  misnomer,  as  there  is  no 
such  thing. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  commercial  designation  must  be  regarded 
as  a  controlling  factor  in  the  classification  of  the  merchandise  in  ques- 
tion, and  we  therefore  find  that  dry  lithophone  is  not  a  paint,  but  a 
color. 

In  accordance  with  this  finding,  the  claim  of  the  importer  is  hereby 
sustained. 


(G.  A.  1180.) 
Mixed  goods  as  eivtireties  (memorandum  books  and  pencils). 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  February  4,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  12303  and  13201a,  of  Kauftnan  A  Straus,  aarftinst  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certAio 
memorandum  books  and  pencils,  imported  per  Bugia,  Februarys:  Butaia,  February  12.  and 
i>ania,  April  6, 1891.  t-  ,-  ^ 

Opinion  by  Tichenob,  Oenerdl  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  to  which  the  above-described  protests  relate  con- 
sists of  what  are  known  as  **  slate  memorandum  books,"  made  of  paper, 
with  a  coating  of  prepared  silicate  or  other  substance  on  each  page, 
producing  a  slate-like  surface,  and  having  a  leather  loop  attached  to 
the  edge  of  the  cover  for  holding  a  pencil  of  slate,  specially  prepared 
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for  use  with  the  book^.  The  book  and  pencil  form  a  single  article  in 
trade,  being  bought  and  sold  together.  Although  severally  described 
in  the  invoice,  they  are  valued  therein  as  an  entirety,  but  being  sepa- 
rately packed — in  the  same  case — the  appraiser  returned  them  as  sepa- 
rate articles,  the  books  as  manufactures  of  paper,  at  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  425,  N.  T.,  and  the  pencils  at  4  cents  per 
gross,  under  paragraph  466,  K  T.,  the  value  of  each  being  separately 
estimated,  the  combined  value,  however,  conforming  to  that  stated  in 
the  invoice  and  entry. 

The  collector  assessed  duty  in  acex)rdance  with  the  appraiser's  return. 
It  is  against  this  action  that  appellants  protest,  claiming  that  the  mer- 
chandise is  dutiable  as  an  elatirety,  as  a  manufacture  of  which  paper  is 
the  comx)onent  material  oC  chief  value,  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  425,  N.  T. 

\re  find  as  facts :  (1)  That  the  merchandise  is  of  the  description  above 
stated ;  (2)  that  it  is  bought,  sold,  and  used  as  a  single  commodity,  and 
(3)  that  it  is  a  manufacture  of  which  paper  is  the  component  material 
of  chief  value. 

We  accordingly  hold  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  as  claimed  by  the  appellants. 


(G.  A.  1254.) 

Burlaps  (so  called.) 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  March  1,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protestn,  19880a,  etc.-21008,  etc.,  of  Wilmerding  &  Bisset  and  D.  W.  MacLeod 
&  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount 
of  daties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called  burlaps,  imported  per  vessels  and  at  dates  named  in 
Bchedale  annexed. 

Opinion  by  Tichknor,  OenercU  AppraUer. 

The  above-described  protests  are  against  the  assessment  of  duty  at 
the  rate  of  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  374,  act  of  Octo- 
ber 1,  1890,  on  certain  goods  invoiced  as  **jute  burlaps,"  which  the 
appellants  claim  to  be  dutiable  at  the  rate  of  II  cents  per  pound,  under 
paragraph  364  of  said  act. 

The  appellants  appeared  at  the  hearing  by  the  board  on  October  20, 
1S91,  and  submitted  the  case  without  the  presentation  of  any  evidence. 

We  find  afi  facts  from  an  inspection  of  samples  of  the  importations 
famished  by  the  appraiser,  from  information  contained  in  the  papers 
in  th^ie  cases,  and  from  common  knowledge : 

1.  That  the  merchandise  consists  of  coarse  woven  fabrips  composed 
of  jute,  with  single  warp  and  weft,  and  is  valued  at  over  5  cents  per 
square  yard. 
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2.  That  the  portion  designated  as  ISo.  38  on  the  invoice  is  dyed 
black,  is  22^  inches  in  width,  contains  twenty-six  threads  to  the  square 
inch,  counting  warp  and  weft,  is  invoiced  at  the  equivalent  of  4|  cents 
per  square  yard,  is  heavily  sized,  has  been  subjected  to  a  process  of 
calendmng  which  imparts  a  polish,  and  appears  to  be  designed  for 
use  exclYisively  as  padding  or  lining. 

3.  That  the  goods  designated  on  the  invoice  by  the  Nos.  18  and 
,  19,  the  samples , of  which  bear  the  brands  **sui)erheavy  Peleasier  can- 
vas" (Nos.  18  and  19,  respectively),  have  a  blue  stripe  about  an  inch 
from  either  selvage ;  are  apparently  made  from  selected,  quite  evenly 
spun,  and  well-twisted  yarn ;  are  not  sized  or  calendered,  but  have  a 
^^dull"  or  lusterless  surface,  resembling  sail  duck  or  canvas,  and  cod- 
tain  forty  and  forty-two  threads,  respectively,  to  the  square  inch,  count- 
ing  warp  and  weft,  differing  in  appearance  from  ordinary  burlaps; 
are  19*  and  22 i  inches  in  width,  respectively,  are  invoiced  at  the 
equivalent  of  about  6  cents  per  square  yard ;  are  intended  especially 
for  use  as  tailors'  *  ^canvas''  or  ^*i)adding,"  and  are  distinguished  in 
trade  by  these  names,  and  were  so  distinguished  for  many  years  prior 
to  October  1,  1890. 

4.  That  the  remainder  of  the  merchandise  contains  variously  from 
twenty-six  to  thirty-four  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  warp  and 
weft ;  is  from  19  to  24  inches  in  width  ;  is  valued  variously  from  the 
equivalent  of  about  21  to  4i  cents  per  square  yard ;  is  suitable  for  use 
as  padding  in  making  men's  clothing ;  also  for  making  bags  and  for 
various  other  purposes;  is  often  designated  in  trade  as  "padding"  and 
as  "military  canvas,"  or  "clothiers'  canvas,"  or  as  "parceling,"  but 
is  also  known  in  commerce  by  the  general  name  "burlaps,"  and  was 
so  known  for  many  years  prior  to  October  1,  1890,  and  is  of  the  same 
general  character  as  the  goods  which  were  held  to  be  dutiable  as  bur- 
laps in  our  decision  dated  January  11,  1892  (G.  A.  1129). 

In  accordance  with  our  findings  of  fact,  we  hold  (1)  that  the  black 
goods  distinguished  by  the  No.  38,  and  the  so-called  "superheavy 
Pelessier  canvas,"  designated  by  Nos.  18  and  19,  were  properly  classi- 
fied and  assessed  for  duty  by  the  collector,  and  his  action  in  that  r€^rd 
is  affirmed ;  and  (2)  that  the  remainder  of  the  merchandise  is  dutiable 
BS  claimed  by  the  appellants,  and  the  protest  is  to  that  extent  sustained. 

SoMERViLLB,  Oencrol  Appraiser. 

I  do  not  concur  in  the  conclusion  reached  by  the  mj^jority  of  the  board 
as  to  the  classification  of  the  goods  represented  by  the  two  samples 
numbered  18  and  19,  which  are  stamped  "superheavy  Pelessier  can- 
vas,"   These  goods,  in  my  opinion,  are  what  is  commonly  inown  in 
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the  trade  as  ^'burlaps,"  and  should  be  classified  assnch,  underpaid- 
graph  364  of  the  new  tariff  act,  as  claimed  by  the  importers  in  their 
protest. 

They  are  fully  covered  by  the  principle  of  the  decision  made  by  us 
in  the  burlap  cases  on  January  11,  1892,  and  numbered  G.  A.  1129. 

The  only  material  difference  between  the  samples  under  consideration 
and  those  involved  in  our  decision  is  in  the  count  of  the  threads  to  the 
sqnare  inch.  The  threads  in  these  samples  (Nos.  18  and  19)  count  forty 
and  forty-two,  re8i)ectively,  to  the  square  inch.  The  finest  quality  of 
goods  covered  by  our  decision  did  not  exceed  thirty  threads  to  the 
square  inch,  counting  weft  and  warp. 

We  said  in  that  decision  (O.  A.  1129)  as  follows :  ^'  It  does  not  satis- 
factorily appear  from  the  testimony  of  dealers  who  imported  the  goods 
(L  e.,  burlax)s)  or  make  a  business  of  buying  and  selling  them  that  the 
trade  makes  any  line  of  demarkation  based  on  the  actual  count  of  the 
particular  number  of  threads  in  the  fabric,  nor  does  Congress  do  so  in 
the  law,  as  it  has  done  in  reference  to  fabrics  of  other  kinds  for  duti- 
able purposes.'' 

As  properly  held  by  Judge  Lacombe  in  Lamb  v.  Robertson,  38  Fed. 
Hep.,  716,  the  only  question  in  such  cases  is :  What  was  the  commercial 
name  of  these  goods  among  those  who  bought  and  sold  them  in  the 
trade  at  the  time  Congress  passed  the  tariff  act  under  which  the  im- 
portation was  madef 

These  goods  are  known  and  sold  in  the  trade  as  '^  burlaps,"  and  are 
ak)  called  ^^ canvas"  and  '^padding,"  which  are  but  particular  names 
for  a  species  of  the  genus  of  goods  called  ^^  burlaps." 

We  have  decided,  after  taking  the  testimony  of  many  witnesses,  that, 
inasmuch  as  ^'canvas"  and  ^^ padding"  made  of  jute  are  no  longer 
made  dutiable  by  those  names,  as  they  were  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  they  are  now  dutiable  as  ^'burlaps,"  when  bought  and  sold  as 
such  in  the  trade  at  and  prior  to  October  1,  1890.  (G.  A.  1129.)  The 
threads,  moreover,  are  not  so  numerous  to  the  square  inch  as  that  these 
goods  have  ceased  to  fall  within  the  description  of  being  a  ^^  coarse 
textile  fibbric"  within  the  definition  of  the  word  '* burlaps"  as  given 
by  lexicographers  and  dealers  generally. 

The  first  finding  of  fact  by  my  colleagues  asserts  that  'Hhe  merchan- 
dise consists  of  coarse  woven  fabrics  composed  of  jute,  with  single  warp 
and  wefb."  In  reaching  this  conclusion,  I  have  based  my  opinion  on 
the  testimony  taken  in  the  '^burlap  cases"  above  cited,  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  practice  of  the  board  in  other  cases. 

As  to' the  other  articles  than  samples  18  and  19,  I  concur  in  the  deci- 
sion of  my  colleagues  on  the  board. 
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(G.  A.  1287.) 

Braids  and  braided  tapes  {cotton^  etc.). 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  March  12, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  tlie  protests,  17011  a,  etc. ,  of  Isler  &.  Ooye  et  al. ,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so>callrd 
'''cotton  hat  braids,**  imported  per  vessels  and  at  dates  named  in  schedule  annexed. 

Opinion  by  Sharbktts,  General  AftpraUer. 

We  find  as  focts  that  the  goods  covered  by  protests  17011-16  and 
17020-22  are  braids  substantially  similar  to  those  described  in  G.  A. 
328,  and  are  composed  of  cotton,  cotton  and  straw  (cotton  chief  value ). 
and  hemp,  respectively. 

Duty  was  assessed  on  the  braids  composed  of  cotton,  or  of  which  cottou 
is  the  compotfent  material  of  chief  value,  at  35  cents  per  pound,  under 
paragraph  354,  and  on  those  composed  of  hemp  at  50  per  cent  advalorem, 
under  paragraph  371,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

The  assessment  of  duty  ou  the  cotton  braids  being  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  enunciated  in  G.  A.  328,  we  affirm  the  collector's 
action  relative  thereto,  and  also  his  assessment  of  duty  at  50  per  cent 
ad  valorem  on  the  hemp  braids,  the  appellant's  contention  that  these 
goods  are  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  unenumerated  manu- 
factured articles  not  being  deemed  tenable  by  us. 

With  regard  to  protests  17026-9,  proper  samples  of  the  goods  covered 
thereby  were  submitted  to  the  board  at  the  hearing  in  the  case.  We 
find  from  an  examination  of  these  samples,  together  with  the  evidence 
of  manufacturers  and  importers  of  goods  similar  thereto : 

(1)  That  the  goods  are  cotton  fabrics  about  one-sixteenth  of  an  inch 
wide.  They  are  colored  red  and  white  respectively,  and  were  made 
on  braiding  machines,  but  are  inferior  to  braids  in  quality  and  finish, 
being  fabricated  from  the  poorest  quality  of  cotton,  the  imperfections 
of  which  are  hidden  by  calendering  or  glazing  one  surface  of  the  fabric. 

(2)  That  the  merchandise  is  known  commercially  as  tapes  and  not 
as  braids. 

(3)  That  it  is  known  to  manufacturers  of  similar  goods  as  braided 
tapes. 

(4)  That  it  is  put  up  on  spools  containing  from  800  to  1,000  yai-d?^ 
each,  and  not,  like  braids,  in  bundles  of  shorter  lengths. 

(5)  That  it  is  used  for  other  purposes  than  that  to  which  braids  are 
usually  applied,  and  with  the  exception  of  mode  of  fabrication  is  dis- 
similaj*  in  all  respects  to  braids. 

We  therefore  hold  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  not  enumerated 
or  provided  for  in  paragraph  354,  but  is  a  manufacture  of  cotton  not 
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otherwise  provided  for,  and  as  such  is  dutiable  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  355,  as  claimed  by  appellants. '  The  protests  covering 
this  class  of  merchandise  are  accordingly  sustained. 


(G.  A.  1289.) 

Quercitrin  extract,  etc. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  March  12, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  llSSSa,  of  Messrs.  B.  P.  Docas  A  Co.,  Sflti^inst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  castoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charigeable  on  certain 
M>>called  bark  extract,  imported  per  steamship  Pennland,  March  3. 1891. 

puinion  by  Shabpk.  OenercU  Apprai$er, 

The  merchandise  was  enteted  under  the  present  tariff  as  4  barrels 
extract  of  barks  for  dyeing  purposes.  It  was  returned  by  the  appraiser 
JLS  coal-tar  color,  and  classified  for  duty,  under  paragraph  18,  at  35  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

The  protest  claimed  the  merchandise  to  be  an  extract  of  quercitron 
bark,  dutiable,  under  paragraph  26,  at  seven-eighths  of  1  cent  per 
pound. 

A  similar  article  had.  been  considered  by  us  under  protest  12257  a,  of 
W.  J.  Mattheson  &  Co.,  G.  A.  895,  under  the  name  of  primuline  buff, 
where  the  classification  had  been  under  paragraph  18,  the  protest  being 
made  under  paragraph  26,  and  the  evidence  taken  on  the  hearing  re- 
quired us  to  sustain  the  protest. 

Against  this  decision  the  collector  has  appealed,  and  the  appeal  is 
pending. 

Again,  in  deciding  protest  13166  a,  of  Messrs.  B.  P.  Ducas  &  Co.,  the 
same  appellants  as  herein,  a  similar  article  was  under  consideration, 
but  it  had  been  classified  pnder  paragraph  61.  In  this  case  the  im- 
porters made  a  claim,  which,  if  maintained,  we  admitted  would  entitle 
the  merchandise  to  entry  under  paragraph  26,  and  we  so  stated.  (G. 
A.  989.)  The  importers,  however,  did  not  appear  to  sustain  their  con- 
tention, and  the  action  of  the  collector  was  affirmed. 

In  order  to  obtain  a  rehearing  on  the  same  class  of  merchandise  the 
importers  filed  affidavits  to  show  that  they  failed  to  receive  notice  to 
appear  in  the  last  case,  and  they  strongly  maintain  the  same  contention 
under  this  protest.  The  office  records,  however,  show  that  the  notices 
vere  forwarded  to  the  address  given  by  the  importers. 

They  appeared  in  person  and  produced  certificate  of  analysis  from 
reputable  chemists  tending  to  prove  their  allegations,  and  were  con- 
fronted by  the  official  chemists  from  the  appraiser's  office. 
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Under  these  circumstances,  we  have  requested  a  reconsideration  by 
the  Government  officers,  and  a  presentation  of  any  additional  informa- 
tion thereby  disclosed. 

We  now  find  from  the  evidence,  analyses,  and  exMbits : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  is  not  a  chemical  compound,  but  that  it  is 
more  properly  a  mixture. 

(2)  That  it  is  a  preparation  of  quercitrin  and  alizarin  in  nearly  equal 
proportions,  suspended  in  an  aqueous  solution  of  sodium  sulphate  and 
zinc  sulphite,  being,  approximately,  as  follows : 

Water  and  salphoroas  acid 70.98 

Alizarin , 10.42 

Quercitrin 10,42 

Sulphate  of  soda  and  sulphite  of  zinc 8.18 

100.00 

(3)  We  further  find  that  quercitrin  is  the  component  material  of 
chief  value. 

(4)  We  find  the  merchandise  to  be  a  nonenumerated  article,  manu- 
factured of  two  or  more  materials. 

(5)  We  find,  as  in  G.  A.  895,  that  the  quercitrin  comes  from  the  bark 
of  the  black  oak,  sometimes  called  dyers'  oak,  and  that  it  is  used  in 
tanning,  and  more  generally  in  dyeing. 

(6)  We  hold  that  under  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  present 
tariff  this  article,  nonenumerated  and  manufactured  of  two  or  more 
materials,  should  be  assessed  for  duty  at  seven-eighths  of  1  cent  per 
pound,  under  paragraph  26,  and  the  protest  is  sustained. 


(G.  A.  1301.) 

Feather-stitched  braids  not  trimmings. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  March  21,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  12836-7, 15395-6,  and  16218-20  a,  of  Dieckerhoff,  Baffloer  A  Oo.,  M^ainst 
the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  Tork  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  durft- 
able  on  certain  feather-stitched  braid,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  an' 
nezed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Sharbetts,  Chneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  invoiced  as : 

(1)  Tape,  numbers  86  and  87.     Best  Dutch  block  and  Dutch  linen. 

(2)  Flat  linen  lacets. 

(3)  Feather-stitched  braid. 
We  find:  . 

(1)  That  the  tapes  are  composed  of  flax  and  contain  more  than  100 
threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  both  the  warp  and  filling. 

(2)  That  the  flat  linen  lacets  are  manufactures  of  flax,  braided,  and 
do  not  contain  a  warp  and  filling. 

The  protest  is  sustained  as  to  the  first  class  of  goods  and  the  action 
of  the  collector  is.affirmed  as  to  the  second. 
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CoDoerning  the  goods  invoiced  as  feather-stitched  braid,  the  board  is 
not  without  some  donbt  as  to  the  proper  classification  thereof.  In  6. 
A.  61  and  310  goods  of  like  description  imported  and  entered  for  con- 
sumption prior  to  October  1, 1890,  were  held  to  be  dutiable  as  trimmings 
under  the  act  of  March  3,  1883.  The  present  act,  however,  associates 
trimmings  with  such  an  entirely  different  and  superior  class  of  mer- 
chandise from  cotton  cords,  braids,  boot,  shoe,  and  corset  lacings  that 
we  are  bound  to  give  consideration  to  the  intent  of  Congress  in  group- 
ing together  the  respective  kinds  of  goods  enumerated  in  paragraphs 
354  and  373.  The  articles  in  question  assimilate  more  closely  to  cords, 
boot,  shoe,  and  corset  lacings  than  they  do  to  laces,  edgings,  embroid- 
eries, neck  rufflings,  ruchings,  etc.  It  further  appears  from  the  unan- 
imous testimony  of  competent  and  reliable  witnesses,  who  appeared 
before  the  board  at  the  hearing  in  the  case,  that  the  merchandise  is 
commonly  known  as  feather-stitched  braids  and  not  as  trimmings,  and 
that  it,  as  well  as  the  other  articles  specified  in  paragraph  354,  forms  a 
portion  of  the  stock  carried  in  the  notion  department  of  wholesale 
dealers  in  braids,  trimmings,  and  other  textile  fabrics,  and  that  laces, 
edgings,  embroideries,  neck  rufflings,  ruchings,  trimmings,  etc.,  do  not 
form  a  part  of  the  same  department,  but  of  one  separate  and  distinct 
therefrom. 

Based  upon  the  above  testimony,  and  the  exhibits  in  the  case,  we 
find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  third  class  of  merchandise  is  cotton  braids. 

(2)  That  it  is  not  commercially  known  as  trimmings. 

We  hold  that  the  claim  of  the  apx>ellants  that  duty  should  have  been 
assessed  upon  these  goods  at  35  cents  per  pound,  or  not  more  than  40 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
354,  act  of  October  1, 1890,  was  well  taken,  and  the  protest  is  sustaified. 

The  principles  enunciated  in  G.  A.  61  and  310  are  hereby  modified 
to  conform  herewith. 


(G.  A.  1555.) 

Owrrency  values  to  he  taken  at  time  of  entry  and  not  of  shipment 

Before  the  XJ.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  June  21, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  theproteat,  22452  a,  of  Wood  &.  Payson,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
cuBtoina  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  wool,  im- 
ported per  Buffalo,  January  8, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shahhetts,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  The  shipment  of  the  goods  covered  by  this  protest  was  made  from 
Buggia  on  or  about  December  1,  1891. 
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(2)  The  merchandise  arrived  in  the  United  States  and  was  entei-ed 
for  consumption  January  8*,  1892. 

(3)  The  merchandise  was  purchased  and  invoiced  in  silver  rubles  of 
Eussia. 

(4)  The  collector,  in  liquidating  the  entry,  estimated  the  value  of 
the  silver  rubles  in  gold  dollara  of  the  United  States  to  be  $0,578,  in 
conformity  with  the  value  established  by  the  Director  of  the  Mint,  as 
proclaimed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  October  1,  1891. 

(5)  The  value  of  the  silver  ruble,  sa  estimated  by  the  Director  of  the 
Mint  and  proclaimed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  January  1, 
1892,  was  $0,653. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  entry  should  have  been  liquidated  on 
the  basis  of  value  of  the  silver  ruble  as  proclaimed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  January  1,  1892. 

The  issue  presented  in  this  case  is  whether  the  collector  should  have 
adopted  the  value  of  the  silver  ruble  at  the  date  of  exportation  or  at  the 
time  of  entry.  The  United  States  Supreme  Court  in  Heineman  v,  Ar- 
thur's Executor  (120  U.  S.,  82)  decided  that  the  statute  as  to  computa- 
tion applied  as  of  the  date  of  entiy  and  not  of  exportation.  This  ruling 
was  based  upon  the  act  of  March  3, 1873,  section  1,  and  was  adhered  to 
in  the  liquidation  of  imported  merchandise  up  to  and  subsequent  to  the 
act  of  October  1,  1890. 

Section  52  of  the  present  act  provides  that  the  value  of  foreign  coins 
shall  be  estiinated  by  the  Director  of  the  Mint  and  proclaimed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  quarterly,  instead  of  on  the  1st  day  of  Janu- 
ary annually ;  otherwise  this  section  is  identical  with  section  1,  act  of 
March  3,  1873. 

Congress  having  knowledge  of  the  interpretation  placed  upon  the 
statute  of  computation  by  the  Supreme  Court,  would  presumably  have 
altered  the  phraseology  of  section  52  of  the  present  act  had  they  not 
intended  that  the  uninterrupted  practice,  extending  over  seventeen 
years,  of  the  Treasury  Department  in  the  liquidation  of  imported  mer- 
chandise to  estimate  the  value  of  foreign  coins  as  of  the  date  of  entry 
was  to  continue. 

In  rendering  our  decision  in  G.  A.  1261  the  board  overlooked  the 
case  above  cited ;  and  in  view  of  the  facts  as  they  exist,  we  are  con- 
straiped  to  accept  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  controlling  in 
this  case  and  to  overrule  our  opinion  in  G.  A.  1261. 

We  adhere  to  the  principles  enunciated  in  G.  A.  838,  866,  and  951, 
and  sustain  this  protest. 
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(G.  A.  1568.) 
Manufactures  of  paper — GiaiU  umbrellas  and  snakes.  » 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  Jnne  28,  1892. 

lo  the  matter  of  the  protest,  10068  »-64476,  of  A.  A.  Vantine  A  Ck>.,  a^rainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
manufactures  of  paper,  imported  per  Harrow ^  June  12, 1801. 

Opinion  by  SHARRrrre,  Cttneral  Apprai§er. 

The  protest  in  this  case  is  lodged  against  the  assessment  of  duty  at 
the  rate  of  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  certain  Japanese  goods  returned 
by  the  appraiser  as  umbrellas  or  parasols  manufactured  from  paper 
and  wood,  and  also  against  the  assessment  of  duty  at  35  per  cent  ad 
valorem  on  balls,  monkeysj  horses,  snakes,  screens,  toothpicks,  and 
numerous  other  articles  returned  as  toys,  manufactured  of  surface- 
coated  paper,  and  manufactures  of  which  wood  is  the  component  ma- 
terial of  chief  value,  respectively. 

In  the  absence  of  samples  and  proof  to  the  contrary,  we  are  bound 
to  assume  that  the  collector  correctly  classified  and  assessed  duty  on 
the  merchandise  in  question.  There  are  but  two  exhibits  in  this  case 
before  the  board,  namely :  (1)  The  so-called  umbrellas  or  parasols. 
(2)  Paper  snakes. 

The  so-called  umbrellas  consist  of  bamboo  stretchers  covered  with 
paper,  ornamented  with  figures  and  sketches.  These  articles  are  of 
immense  size,  and  are  made  to  open  and  shut  in  the  same  manner  as 
umbrellas  or  sunshades,  which  they  resemble  wher\  open.  ' 

In  G.  A.  820  the  board,  in  the  absence  of  samples  or  evidence  tend- 
ing to  discredit  the  collector's  classification  of  the  merchandise,  de- 
cided that  so-called  paper  umbrellas  were  dutiable  at  45  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  the  rate  assessed  thereon.  From  the  testimony  adduced  at 
the  hearing  in  the  cast ,  we  now  reach  a  different  conclusion  as  to  um- 
brellas of  the  kind  in  question.  It  is  n^ade  to  appear  to  our  satisfaction 
that  these  articles  are  imported  for  and  chiefly  used  as  indoor  orna- 
ments or  wall  decorations,  and  that  they  are  not  suitable  for  use  as  a 
protection  against  rain  or  snn.  The  snakes  are  made  of  paper,  colored 
to  imitate  such  reptiles,  and  are,  in  our  opinion,  not  suitable  for  other 
purposes  than  for  the  amusement  of  children.  They  are  identical  in 
kind  with  snakes  bought  and  sold  as  toys  and  carried  in  stock  by  toy 
dealers. 

We  make  the  following  findings  of  facts,  namely  : 

(1)  The  articles  returned  as  umbrellas  or  parasols  are  manufactures 
of  which  paper  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  and  are  not 
umbrellas  or  parasols. 
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(2)  Tfie  snakes  are  manufttctnred  from  paper  and  are  toys. 

We  sustain  the  protest  as  to  the  merchandise  covered  by  car  first 
finding  of  facts,  and  affirm  the  collector's  action  with  regard  to  the 
remainder  of  the  merchandise  covered  by  this  protest. 


(G.  A.  1597.) 
Cherry  juice^  conceiUrcUed. 

m 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  13,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14458-46,  of  Rheinatrom  Brothers,  against  the  decision  of  the  sax- 
veyor  of  customs  at  Oincinnati,  Ohio,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
cherry  juice,  Imported  per  TKtodore  Fiachcr,  March  17, 1892. 

Ophiion  by  Wilkinsoit,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

The  merchandise  is  concentrated  cherry  juice  containing  less  than 
18  per  cent  alcohol.  It  was  assessed  for  dnty  at  $2  per  gallon  as  an 
alcoholic  compound,  under  paragraph  8,  N.  T.,  and  is  claimed  to  be 
dutiable  at  60  cents  a  gallon,  under  paragraph  339. 

It  was  held  in  support  of  the  collector's  decision  that  the  concentra- 
tion of  the  juice  removed  it  from  the  category  of  juices  commercially 
known  as  fruit  juices,  and  deprived  the  Government  of  lawful  revenue- 

Paragraph  339  provides  specificfUly  for  cherry  juice  containing  less 
than  18  per  cent  of  alcohol.  Although  the  juice  in  question  may  have 
been  reduced  in  bulk  by  evaporation  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  a  sav- 
ing in.  duties,  and  While  it  is  not  the  ordinary  cherry  juice  of  com- 
merce, it  is  still  nothing  more  nor  less  than  cherry  juice  containing 
less  than  18  per  cent  of  alcohol. 

The  claim  of  the  appellants  is  therefore  sustained.  Eeference  is 
made  to  Synopsis  6589. 


(G.  A.  1602.) 
Duticible  value — German  tax. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  16,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  13449-^ a,  etc.,  of  Passavant  &,  Co.  et  aL.  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
pile  fabrics  (German  duty,  etc.),  imported  per  the  vessels  named  and  6n  the  dates  sei  forth  in 
the  annexed  schedule 

Opinion  by  Somkbville,  OenercU  AppraUer. 

The  board  makes  the  following  findings  of  fact  in  the  list  of  cases 
appended : 

(1)  The  merchandise  was  all  imported  after  October  6,  1890,  by  the 
vessels  and  at  the  various  dates  mentioned. 
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(2)  That  said  merchandise  consiste  of  cotton  velvets  of  the  particjular 
description  stated  in  the  respective  invoices  and  accompanying  reports 
of  the  local  appraisers. 

(3)  The  goods  were  originally  imported  into  Germany  in  the  gray, 
and  were  there  sabjected  to  the  processes  of  dyeing  and  finishing,  and 
were  put  in  bond  in  that  country. 

(4)  In  estimating  the  market  value  of  the  goods  the  local  appraiser 
added,  as  an  element  of  dutiable  value,  to  the  net  invoice  values  cer- 
tain amounts  specified  in  the  entry  under  the  name  of  "German  duty." 

(5)  This  duty  we  find  to  be  a  tax  which  is  imposed  by  the  German 
Empire  on  the  goods  when  they  are  purchased  in  the  markets  of  that 
country  for  canmmption  there.  But  when  the  goods  are  purchased  in 
bond,  or  consigned  while  in  bond,  for  exportation,  the  tax  is  remitted 
by  the  Crovemment,  and  is  called  ^*  bonification  of  tax,"  as  distinguished 
from  being  refunded  as  a  rel^ate. 

(6)  The  goods  can  be  purchased  in  bond  in  the  principal  markets  of 
Germany  for  exportation  at  the  invoice  prices,  and  without  paying  the 
so  called  *  *  German  tax. ' ' 

(7)  The  imi)orters  included  this  tax  in  their  entries  under  duress, 
only  to  avoid  threatened  i>enalties  arising  under  the  law. 

We  have  made  the  foregoing  findings  of  fact  after  extended  inquiry 
and  investigation. 

The  question  raised  is  whether  the  German  duty  was  lawfully  added 
by  the  local  appraiser  aa  an.  element  of  market  value.  Or,  to  state  the 
question  in  another  form,  whether  a  duty  which  is  chargeable  on  the 
goods  only  when  they  enter  into  consumption  in  Germany  but  is  not 
exacted,  but  remitted  when  they  are  exported  from  bond,  as  these 
goods  were,  is  a  proper  element  of  dutiable  value. 

There  is  nothing  in  the  several  appraisers'  returns  which  indicates 
that  these  officers  professed  to  ascertain  the  market  value  of  the  goods 
per  se  to  he  more  than  the  value  specified  in  the  invoice,  with  the  law- 
ful charges  added,  as  authorized  by  section  19  of  the  act  of  June  10, 
1890.  As  said  in  Arthur  v.  Goddard  (96  U.  S.,  145;,  where  the  ap- 
praiser disallowed  certain  discounts  in  estimating  market  value,  ^*  they 
simply  gave  a  construction  to  the  invoice."  They  decided,  in  other 
words,  afi  a  legal  proposition,  that  the  invoice  value,  plus  the  tax,  was 
to  be  taken  as  the  proper  market  value. 

The  practice  of  the  customs  officers  for  nearly  twenty  years  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  has  been  not  to  include  this 
German  duty  in  the  estimate  of  market  value. 

This  will  be  seen  from  the  Department  decisions.  Synopsis  775  (is- 
sued in  1871)  and  Synopsis  9800  (issued  in  1890). 


.1144 

This  Department  ruliog  was  based  on  a  decision  of  the  United  States 
circuit  court,  rendered  in  the  year  1870,  involving  the  dutiable  vahie 
of  malt  imported  from  Canada  after  being  there  purchased  in  bond. 
This  product  was  chargeable  with  a  certain  tax  or  duty  on  entry  into 
consumption  in  Canada,  but  this  tax  was  not  exacted  on  the  exporta- 
tion of  malt  when  purchased  from  bond.  The  Treasury  Department 
formally  acquiesced  in  this  decision  in  a  letter  to  the  collector  of  cus 
toms  at  New  York  on  January  5,  1871,  and  held  the  same  rule  appli- 
cable to  all  other  importations  similarly  situated.  (Syn.  Treas.  Dec. 
775.) 

As  said  in  Eobertson  v.  Downing,  127  U.  S.,  607  : 

This  construction  of  the  Department  has  been  followed  for  many 
yeare  without  any  attempt  of  Congress  to  change  it  and  without  au\' 
attempt  of  any  other  Department  of  the  Government  to  question  its 
correctneas  except  in  the  present  instance.  The  regulation  of  a  Depart- 
ment of  the  Government  is  not  of  course  to  control  the  construction  of 
an  act  of  Congress  when  its  meaning  is  plain.  But  when  there  ha^ 
been  a  long  acquiescence  in  a  regulation,  and  by  it  rights  of  parties  for 
many  years  have  been  determined  and  adjust^,  it  is  not  to  be  disre- 
garded without  the  most  cogent  and  persuasive  reasons. 

This  principle,  so  often  repeated  by  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court,  is  entitled  to  still  more  consideration  when  it  Applies  to  a  De- 
partment ruling  based  on  an  authoritative  judicial  decision,  as  in  the 
present  ease. 

It  is  true  that  the  Treasury  Department  on  December  12, 1890,  ex- 
pressed the  view,  based  on  the  opinion  of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury, 
that  the  above  rule  is  ^incompatible  with  the  true  intent  and  puri)Ose 
of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  and  consequently  that  the  value  to  be  de- 
clared on  invoices  of  such  goods  must  include  the  foreign  duty  or  tax 
to  which  they  would  be  liable  if  sold  for  consumption  in  the  country  of 
shipment."  (Synopsis  10434.)  And  since  this  time  importers  have 
generally,  under  protest,  included  the  tax  as  a  dutiable  charge  on  their 
invoices  and  entries.  ' 

But  we  find  nothing  in  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  which,  in  our  judg- 
ment, renders  the  rule  declared  by  the  United  States  circuit  court  in 
1870  to  be  inapplicable  to  the  law  governing  the  ascertainment  of  mar- 
ket value  as  that  law  now  exists.  None  of  the  costs,  charges,  or  ex 
penses  authorized  by  section  19  of  said  act  to  be  added  as  elements  of 
market  value  include  a  tax  of  the  nature  of  that  under  consideration. 
In  fact,  that  section  relates  chiefly  to  ascertaining  the  market  vidue  of 
goods  **sold  for  exportation  to  the  United  States,  or  consigned  to  the 
United  States  for  sale."     And  under  the  findings  of  fact  we  have  made 
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above,  it  appears  that  the  tax  under  consideration  is  never  assessed  on 
goods  of  that  description,  but  only  on  such  as  are  sold  for  consumption 
in  the  German  Empire. 

We  further  find  that  such  of  the  goods  in  question  as  were  assessed 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  350  and  411  of  the  new  tariff  act 
were  velvets,  plushes,  or  pile  fabrics  composed  of  cotton,  and  dyed, 
colored,  or  stained,  and  in  estimating  the  number  %f  square  yards  con- 
tained in  said  iQerchandise  the  collector  included  the  selvages  as  inte- 
gral portions  of  the  goods. 

Objection  is  taken  in  some  of  the  protests  to  this  action,  on  the 
ground  that  the  number  of  square  yards  contained  in  the  merchandise 
should  be  estimated  exdvsive  of  the  selvages. 

In  a  ruling  made  July  15,  1891  (G.  A.  755),  we  decided  this  conten- 
tion against  the  importers,  and  our  decision  was  affirmed  on  appeal  to 
the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  southern  district  of  !N'ew  York. 
We  adhere  to  that  decision,  and  follow  it  in  these  cases. 

The  protests  are  sustained  so  far  as  they  are  based  on  objections  to 
the  so-called  *'  German  duty."  We  hold  that  this  duty  should  not  be 
included  in  the  estimate  of  the  market  value  of  the  merchandise. 

The  protests  which  take  exception  to  the  inclusion  of  the  selvages  in 
estimating  the  number  of  square  yards  contained  in  the  goods  are  over- 
ruled; also  those  based  on  the  alleged  unconstitutionality  of  the  new 
tariff  act. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  in  each  case  as  to  the  German  duty  is 
reversed,  and  he  will  reliquidate  the  entries  accordingly,  unless  an  ap- 
peal is  taken  from  this  decision  of  the  board  within  the  time  prescribed 
by  law. 


(G.  A.  1634.) 
Prepared  truffles  dutiable  as  mushrooms. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  23, 1892.  . 

Iq  the  matter  of  theprotest,  21155-6  a,  of  Park  &  Tilford,  against  the  deoinion  of  the  collector  of 
citttoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  truffles,  im- 
ported per  ChMtnpagn^,  February  4, 1891,  and  Gascogne,  June  2, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharbrtts,  Otneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  in  question  are  ^* prepared  truffles.''  The  collector  classi- 
fied these  articles  as  prepared  vegetables,  and  assessed  duty  thereon  at 
45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  287,  N.  T.  The  appellants 
claim  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  the 
rate  provided  in  paragraph  271,  N.  T.,  for  prepared  mushrooms. 
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Technical  works  describe  truffles  of  commerce  9A  fungi  of  the  genus 
tuber.  These  articles  are  allied  to  the  mushroom  family,  but,  unlike 
them,  are  not  susceptible  of  artificial  cultivation,  and  grow  beneath, 
instead  of  above,  the  surface  of  the  ground. 

In  trade  and  commerce  truffles  and  mushrooms  are  recognised  as 
separate  and  distinct  articles,  nor  are  truffles  commercially  or  popu- 
larly known  as  vegetables.  According  to  lexicographers,  vegetables, 
as  the  term  is  commonl^^  used,  are  *'such  plants  as  are  cultivated  for 
the  table," 

We  make  the  following  findings  of  facts : 

(1)  The  merchandise  partakes  of  the  nature  of,  but  is  not  commer- 
cially known  as,  prepared  mushrooms. 

(2)  That  the  goods  are  not  prepared  vegetables. 

(3)  The  truffles  in  question  arenpt  enumerated  in  the  present  act^  but 
are  similar  to  prepared  mushrooms,  which  they  resemble  more  closely 
than  any  article  that  is  enumerated  or  provided  for  therein. 

We  hold  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as 
claimed  by  the  appellants,  in  accordance  with  theprovisions  of  section 
5  of  the  present  act.     The  protest  is  sustained. 


(G.  A.  1636.) 

Waste — Rubber  scrap. 

Belore  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  July  25, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  26511  a-1 0295,  of  Wm.  H.  Cummings  &  Son,  against  the  decision  of 
the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chax^geable  on  cer- 
tain waste  doth,  imported  per  Marengo,  March  8,  ld92. 

Opinion  by  Shabretts,  (JtneraX  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  waste  scraps  accumulated  in 
the  manufacture  of  mackintosh  clothing.  These  scraps  are  composed 
principally  of  wool  and  India  rubber.  Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  mer- 
chandise at  30  cents  per  pound,  under  paragraph  388,  N.  T.  The  ap- 
pellants claim  it  is  dutiable  at  10  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  x>aragraph 
472,  as  waste  not  specially  provided  for,  or  that  it  is  entitled  to  free 
entry,  under  paragraph  613,  N.  T. 

The  merchandise  is  in  fact  clippings  or  waste,  not  worn  out  by  actual 
use,  proceeding  from  the  manufacture  of  specific  articles,  and  are  known 
in  trade  as  rubber  scraps,  because  the  rubber  is  the  only  residue  of 
value,  and  it  is  bought  and  sold  only  for  the  purpose  of  extracting  the 
rubber.  Owing  to  the  presence  of  the  rubber,  these  strips  or  threads 
can  not  be  utilized  by  wool  manufacturers  for  making  shoddy,  and  the 
wool  is  destroyed  in  the  process  of  extracting  the  rubber. 
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We  find  that  when  these  materials  are  in  the  piece  and  capable  of 
being  manufactnred,  wool  is  the  component  material  of  chief  valae ;  bat 
we  also  find  the  scrax>s,  shreds,  and  strips  of  the  material  before  us, 
being  fi'agments  of  irregolar  and  ragged  form,  incapable  of  measare- 
ment  and  manufacture ;  wool  has  ceased  to  be  a  valuable  component,  and 
the  india  rubber  alone  will  compensate  for  the  process  of  extraction 
with  a  view  to  a  new  use.  By  reason  of  these  findings,  we  hold  that 
this  merchandise  is  liable  to  duty,  under  paragraph  472,  as  waste  not 
specially  provided  for,  and  sustain  the  protest  to  this  extent. 

The  collector's  decision  is  accordingly  reversed,  that  the  entry  may 
be  reliquidated. 


(G.  A.  1675.) 
Onn  t^egetal  or  African  fiber. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  August  18, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15794  6-7081,  of  Peter  WoH  &,  Sons,  asrainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  custonu  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
(^rin  vegetal  (African  fiber),  imported  pe^  Orundlonen,  May  25,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  known  as  "crin  vegetal ''  (vegetable 
hair)  or  "African  fiber."  This  substance  was  assessed  with  duty  at 
20  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  an  unenumerated  article,  manufactured  in 
vhole  or  in  part,  and  is  claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  entitled  to  free 
entry,  under  paragraph  597,  N.  T.,  as  a  fibrous  vegetable  substance, 
produced  by  shredding  or  hackling*  palm  leaves  and  twisting  the  re- 
sultant mass  by  hand,  when  green,  into  a  material  resembling  loose 
rope,  in  which  condition  the  merchandise  is  imported  into  the  United 
States.  It  is  designed  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  mattresses,  but  is 
unfit  for  such  use  until  it  has  undergone  an  additional  process  of  man- 
ufiaetare  technically  termed  picking,  which  consists  of  untwisting  the 
substance  and  passing  it  through  a  machine,  reducing  it  to  a  condition 
similar  to  curled  hair  after  it  has  passed  through  a  similar  machine. 

That  the  merchandise  in  question  has  undergone  an  operation  pre- 
paratory to  manufacture  the  board  entertains  no  doubt.  It  Ls  vegeta- 
ble fiber  developed  from  palm  leaves.  In  degree  of  manufacture  it  is 
similar  to  the  articles  named  in  paragraphs  592  to  597,  inclusive,  of  the 
free  list. 

Paragraph  597  permits  free  entry  of  ^*sunn  and  all  other  textile 
grasses,  or  fibrous  vegetable  substances,  unmanufactured  or  undressed." 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  is  a  fibrous  vegetable  substance ;  that 
it  is  unmanufactured  and  undressed,  and  we  sustain  the  claim  of  the 
importers  that  it  is  entitled  to  free  entry. 
77 
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(13424— G.  A.  1761.) 
QuiU  pejiholdera. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  16, 1892. 

■ 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22393  a-59-153  of  E.  P.  Dutton  &  Co.,  asrainst  the  declaion  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so- 
called  **  quills,"  imported  per  M<^fegtic,  November  23, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabretts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  a  fact  that  the  merchandise  in  question,  as  shown  by  the 
exhibit,  consists  of  goose  quills,  uncut.  The  feathered  parts  of  the 
quills  are  ornamented  with  painted  leaves  and  flowers,  and  the  other 
extremities  thereof  fit  into  brass  penholders,  the  whole  forming  com- 
plete articles  commercially  known  as  penholders. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  205. 

The  appellants  claim  free  entry  of  the  goods,  under  paragraph  680, 
as  quills.  The  tips  of  the  articles  in  question,  if  imported  separately, 
would  be  entitled  to  free  entry,  as  claimed  by  the  appellants,  but  the 
quill  tips  and  metal  holders  having  been  made  into  completed  articles 
are  removed  from  classification  under  paragraph  689  by  the  terms 
thereof. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 


(i;425— G.A.1762.) 
Marble  altars  as  works  of  art. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  19, 181)2. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  23024 ar-7922,  of  V.  A.  Fucigna,  a^rainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  marble  altArs. 
imported  per  Anglia^  October  16, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabrbttb,  Oenercd  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  three  marble  altars,  two  of  which 

• 

were  |)urchased  by  Mrs.  Catharine  L.  Jenkins  and  the  other  by  Kev. 
Wm.  J.  O' Kelly,  were  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York  for  pre- 
sentation to  the  **  Church  of  Our  Lady  of  Good  Counsel,"  ft  religious 
institution  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York  and 
located  in  New  York  City.  The  facts  set  forth  are  made  to  appear  from 
documentar}*^  evidence  and  the  oral  testimony  of  Eev.  Wm.  J.  O'Kelly, 
the  pastor  of  the  Church  of  Oar  Lady  of  Good  Counsel. 

We  further  find  that  said  altai^s  are  works  of  art  of  superior  merit, 
executed  by  a  professional  sculptor  residing  in  Italy,  and  that  the  appel- 
lants duly  made  entry  thereof  under  paragraph  757  and  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


n. 
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The  altars  were  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  manufactares  of  marble. 
The  collector  so  classified  the(D,  and  assessed  duty  thereon  at  50  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  holding  "That  the  works  of  art  provided  for  in  para- 
graph 757  are  paintings  or  statuary  or  works  of  like  character,  and 
that  said  paragraph  was  not  intended  to  cover  parts  of  a  building,  no 
matter  how  artistic  in  design." 

We  do  not  concur  in  the  conclusion  reached  by  the  collector.  An 
altar  is  not  part  of  a  building,  although  it  is  an  indispensable  adjunct 
to  a  Catholic  church ;  these  articles  are  movable,  and  are  frequently 
removed  from  one  church  and  set  up  in  another.  Marble  altars  are 
oftentimes  the  work  of  the  most  celebrated  sculptoi'S,  and  are  recog- 
nized by  competent  judges  as  works  of  art  of  the  highest  order.  Par- 
agraph 757  does  not  by  implication  limit  the  free  entry  of  works  of  art 
to  articles  bearing  a  similitude  to  paintings  and  statuary.  In  our  opin- 
ion, this  paragraph  is  broad  enough  to  cover  any  imported  article  that 
ranks  as  a  work  of  art  intended  for  prasentation  to  an  institution,  cor- 
poration, or  society,  such' as  is  named  therein. 

We  overrule  the  collector's  decision  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13426— G.  A.  1763.) 
Necklace  clasps  riot  jewelry. 
Before!  the  XJ.  S.  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  19,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  19461  a-11904,  of  L.  Metzg^r  &.  Co. ,  agrainst  the  deoieion  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  Tork  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  necklace 
clasps,  imported  per  Eider,  January  16,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  consists  of  735  gross  of  necklace  clasps. 
These  clasps  were  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  imitation  jewelry  made 
of  precious  metal  or  imitations  thereof,  and  duty  was  assessed  thereon 
at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  452.  The  appellants 
claim  that  the  articles  are  dutiable  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  215,  as  manufactures  of  metal. 

In  our  opinion,  the  clatm  of  the  appellants  is  well  founded.  A  simple 
clasp  used  in  the  manufacture  of  jewelry,  although  washed  and  made 
to  imitate  gold  or  silver,  is  not  ^nown  commercially  as  jewelry.  The 
value  of  the  clasps  in  question,  which  is  less  than  10  cents  per  gross, 
indicates  that  ihey  assimilate  more  closely  to  notions,  such  as  hooks 
and  eyes,  than  they  do  to  jewelry. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  goods  are  manufactures  of  metal  and  that 
they  were  not  commercially  known  as  jewelry. 

The  protest  is  sustained. 
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(13427— G.  A.  1764.) 
Painted  porcelain  plaques. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  19, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14389  b,  of  James  E.  Caldwell  A  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  od 
certain  so-called  "  porcelain  plaques,"  imported  per  Shaetia^  October  24, 1891. 

Opinion  by  SomebvilLe,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  articles  in  question  are  porcelain  plaques,  which  are  painted 
artistically  by  hand. 

They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  55  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 100  of  the  new  tariff  act,  as  ^^  porcelain  plaques." 

They  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  15  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as 
"  paintings  in  oil  or  water  colors,"  under  paragraph  465. 

We  are  of  opinion  that  the  articles  are  more  specifically  provided 
for  in  paragraph  100  than  in  465,  and  accordingly  affirm  the  decision 
of  the  collector. 


(13428— G.  A.  1766.) 
Philosophical  inslruments — olive- oU  machines  not. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  20, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest  14763  b,  of  Univer-^ity  of  California,  afirainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  San  Francisco.  Cal.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  olive-oil  machines^  importea  per  railroad,  March  26,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  two  olive-oil  machines  imported  by  the  University  of 
California,  and  claimed  to  be  exempt  from  duty  under  paragraph  677, 
N.  T. 

The  impoitation  was  doubtless  for  the  development  of  the  olive-oil 
indastr}',  but  we  find  that  the  said  machines  are  not  **  philosophical  and 
scientific  apparatus,  instruments,  and  preparations,"  and  we  hold  that 
they  are  not  provided  for  in  paragraph  677. 

The  protest  is  overruled. 


(13429--G.  A.  1766.)  * 

Scientific  imtrument — Pantogiaph  not, 

* 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  20, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  16164  b,  of  Mensrs.  Buff  &  Berber,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Boston,  Mass.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
so-called  *' pantographs,*'  imported  per  Slavonia,  June  27,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  a  pantograph,  claimed  to  be  exempt  from  duty 
as  a  scientific  instrument  imported  for  the  Boston  board  of  survey. 


1151 

The  pantograph  is  a  mechanical  device  to  daplicate  drawings  or 
tracings. 

We  find  and  hold  that  it  is  a  professional  implement,  and  not  a 
scientific  instrument. 

The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 


(1343ft— G.  A.  1767.)  • 
Watch-oaae  openers — Not  pocket  knives. 
Before  the  U.  8.  (General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  24, 1892, 


In  (he  matter  of  the  protest,  26196  a,  of  Messn.  Harmel,  Rlfflander  ft  Co.,  against  the  decision 
of  the  ooUector  or  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  cha^eable 
on  certain  watoh-case  openers,  imported  per  StuUe^  January  18. 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shurtlbff,  CttnercU  Appraittr, 

The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of: 

(1}  Oerman  silver  watch  chains  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  45  per  cent 
ad  valorem  under  paragraph  164. 

(2)  Twenty-four  dozen  watch-case  openers,  assessed  for  duty  at  50 
cents  per  dozen  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  paragraph  165. 

We  overrule  the  protest  as  to  the  watch  chains,  they  not  being  chains 
of  steel  or  iron,  such  as  are  provided  for  in  paragraph  164. 

Concerning  the  watch-case  openers,  the  appellants  appeared  before  us 
and  produced  one  of  the  articles  which  forms  a  part  of  the  importation 
now  in  question.  This  exhibit  is  about  3  inches  long,  and  consists 
of  a  piece  of  tempered  steel.  The  end  designed  for  use  is  rounded 
and  has  a  beveled  blunt  edge.  The  handle  is  about  three-quarters  of 
an  inch  shorter  than  the  steel,  and  consists  of  two  pieces  of  black  wood 
fastenened  to  the  tang  with  two  rivets. 

The  completed  article  somewhat  resembles  a  putty  knife  with  the 
blade  broken  off  near  the  handle  and  the  end  of  the  blade  rounded. 

An  examination  of  this  sample  leads  us  to  find  as  a  fact  that  the  mer- 
chandise is  not  penknives  nor  pocket  knives. 

The  claim  of  the  apx>ellants  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  45 
per  cent,  ad  valorem  under  paragraph  215  is  sustained.  The  protest 
as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  is  overruled. 


(13431— G.  A.  1768.) 
Painting  on  porcelain. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  26, 1892. 

In  the  mMter  of  the  protest  160616,  of  Mr.  J.  M.  MoOlelland,  against  the  decision  of  the  surveyor 
of  customs  at  Pittsbnnr,  Pa. ,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  a  certain  painting 
imported  per  BritUh  PHnee,  June  21 .  1892. 

Opinion  by  Somkrvillk,  Otnercd  Appraiter. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  a  portrait 
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painted  on  china  or  porcelain,  valued  at  about  $108.  This  jwrtrait 
somewhat  resembles  a  china  plaque ;  has  a  gilt  embossing  in  figures 
around  the  edge ;  contains  the  heads  of  two  children  painted  in  the 
center,  and  is  inclosed  in  a  case  with  clasps  and  hinges,  and  is  lined 
with  plush.  The  painting  was  done  by  hand,  and  was  then  glazed 
and  fired. 

The  portraits  are  those  of  the  prot^tant's  own  children,  and  are 
valuable  chiefly  to  him  and  his  family. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  is  not  commercially  known  as  chijia 
painted  or  as  plaques,  but  as  a  painting  on  porcelain  other  than  what 
is  ordinarily  called  a  plaque. 

A  plaque  is  defined  by  Webster's  Dictionary  as  *'a  decorated  plate 
or  saucer,  designed  to  be  hung  on  a  wall  to  ornament  a  room.'' 

The  Century  Dictionary  defines  it  as  a  "tablet  or  distinctly  flat 
pla£e  of  metal  or  porcelain,  whether  plain  or  ornamented ;  particularly, 
an  ornamental  circular  plate  intended  for  a  wall  decoration.'' 

It  is  our  opinion  that  the  articles  in  question  were  improperly  classi- 
fied, under  paragraph  100,  new  tariff  act,  as  decorated  china  or  porce- 
lain plaques,  and  should  have  been  classified,  under  paragraph  465  of 
said  act,  as  "paintings,  in  oil,"  not  otherwise  provided  for,  and  as- 
sessed accordingly  at  15  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

It  has  been  held  that  the  word  "paintings,"  which  occurs  in  our 
tariff  laws,  is  sufficiently  comprehensive  to  embrace  paintings  on  glass 
and  other  substances  than  canvas,  and  we  see  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  embrace  those  on  porcelain.  {In  re  Perry,  47  Fed.  Eep.,  110;  G. 
A.  1579.) 

We  accordingly  sustain  the  protest,  reverse  the  collector's  decision, 
with  instructions  to  reliquidate  the  entries  according  to  law. 

[Withheld  for  review.] 


(13432— G.  A.  1769.) 

Free  entry,  personal  effects — Trousseau. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  26, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  29400  a,  of  Adele  Stevens,  afir&inst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  cos* 
tonis  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  personal  effects, 
imported  per  Majestic,  May  21, 1892. 

Opinion  by  SOMSBYUJiB,  Qeneral  Appraiser.  ^ 

We  make  the  following  finding  of  facts  in  this  case : 
(1)  The  merchandise  consists  of  articles  of  wearing  apparel,  which 
constituted  a  part  of  the  baggage  of  Miss  Adele  Stevens,  who  arrived 
at  the  port  of  New  York  from  Paris  as  a  passenger  on  the  steamer 
Majestic  on  May  18,  1892. 
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(2}  The  goods  are  linen  wearing  apparel,  embroidered,  and  silk 
wearing  apparel,  consisting  of  the  following  articles : 

Linen  underwear costing..  |965 

9  dioDer  dresses do 320 

1  reception  dress do 160 

Iballdreaa. do 120 

2 street  dresses  with  jackets do.:...  24o 

1  wedding  dress .' do 200 

2,005 

(3)  These  articles  constituted  a  part  of  the  wedding  trousseau  of  the 
owner,  and  were  intended  for  use  as  such,  in  view  of  her  approaching 
marriage,  which  was  expected  to  take  place  the  ensuing  month  of  June. 

(4)  In  addition  to  these  articles,  Miss  Stevens's  baggage  embraced  a 
large  wardrobe  of  other  wearing  svpparel,  of  considerable  value,  which 
was  admitted  free  of  duty. 

The  merchandise  is  claimed  to  be  free,  under  paragraph  752  of  the 
Qew  tariff  act  of  October  1,  1890,  which  exempts  from  duty  wearing 
apparel  of  an  arriving  passenger  which  is  ^'actually  in  use  and  neces- 
sary and  appropriate  for  the  use  of  such  persons  for  the  purposes  of 
their  journey  and  present  comfort  and  convenience,"  not  intended  for 
any  other  person  or  for  sale. 

It  is  our  opinion  that  this  portion  of  the  lady's  wardrobe  was  in- 
tended for  the  future  use  of  the  owner,  as  distinguished  from  her 
"present  comfort  and  convenience,"  in  view  of  the  extraordinary  oc- 
casion for  which  it  was  set  apart,  and  for  which  it  was  specially  fitted. 
The  event  or  contingency  for  which  the  articles  were  designed  might 
never  happen. 

Article  413  of  the  Customs  Regulations  of  1884,  promulgated  under 
the  tariff  act  of  1883,  provided  that  *'new  articles  of  clothing  which 
have  not  been  in  actual  use  abroad,  and  are  not  necessary  for  the  pres- 
ent comfort  or  convenience  of  the  owner,  are  chargeable  with  duty,  and 
the  fact  that  they  are  intended  for  the  future  use  of  the  person  who 
brings  them,  or  of  any  other  pereou,  and  are  not  for  sale,  does  not  ex- 
empt them  from  duty." 

In  Astor  v.  Morrill  (111  U.  S.,  202)  the  Snprc^me  Court  seems  to 
approve  this  regulation  as  a  proper  construction  of  the  law  then  in 
force,  and  Congress  has  since  changed  the  act  of  1883  so  as  to  incorpo- 
rate apparently  in  it  this  judicial  construction  of  the  former  law,  which 
was  held  to  ipclude  all  wearing  apparel  of  the  description  stated  which 
was  '* suitable  for  the  season  of  the  year  which  was  immediately  ap- 
proaching at  the  time  of  the  (passenger's)  arrival,  not  exceeding  in 
quantity  or  quality  or  value  what  the  plaintiff  (or  owner)  was  in  the 
habit  of  ordinarily  providing  for  himself,  and  his  family  at  that  time, 


1154 

and  keeping  on  hand  for  his  and  their  reasonable  wants,  in  view  of 
ttieir  means  and  habits  of  life.^'  This  decision  was  followed  by  the 
Board  in  G.  A.  1264,  and  is  in  full  harmony  with -the  new  Customs 
Eegnlations  of  1892,  article  354. 

It  is  our  opinion  that  the  articles  in  question  are  not  exempt  from 
duty,  as  claimed,  and  the  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13433— G.  A.  1770.) 

MtmcdHnstruments ;  ^^JECdikenin  KMen.^^ 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteste,  248660^59603,  of  J.  P.  Stratton  &.  Son, against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  musi- 
cal instruments,  imported  per  TaomUnay  October  12, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

The  articles  are  invoiced  as  **Heliken  in  Kisten."  They  resemble 
in  appearance  both  music  boxes  and  organettes.  They  consist  of  a 
wooden  case  inclosing  a  bellows,  reeds,  and  a  wooden  movement  which 
drives  metal  points  into  the  perforations  of  a  paper  disk  as  the  instru- 
ment is  operated  by  turning  a  crank. 

The  merchandise  was  assessed  for  duty  at  45  per  cent,  under  215,  N. 
T.,  and  is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  35  per  cent,  under  the  provision  of 
paragraph  436,  for  toys. 

We  find : 

(1)  That  the  articles  are  musical  instruments  composed  of  wood, 
metal,  paper,  and  leather,  and  that  wood  is  the  component  material  of 
chief  value. 

(2)  That  they  are  not  toys. 

The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 


(13434— G.  A.  1771.) 

Havana  leaf  tobacco. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  September  29, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  157996-67,  of  H.  F.  Magee,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Burlington,  Vt.,  aa  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  HaTasa 
leaf  tobacco,  imported  per  railroad,  June  IS,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Shakpe,  Otneral  Appraiser. 

This  protest  is  upon  the  classification  of  12  bales  of  Havana  tobacco 
in  leaf,  imported  in  November,  1891: 

In  May,  1892,  it  was  exported  to  Canada,  and  in  the  following  moDth 
it  .was  reimported  into  the  United  States  through  the  port  of  St.  Alhans. 

After  this  second  entry  of  the  merchandise  the  parties  interested 
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made  representations  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  directed  a 
further  examination  at  'New  York.  There  have  thus  been  three  expert 
examinations  of  the  tobacco,  and  they  agree  in  results. 

When  the  merchandise  was  first  examined  at  New  York  2  bales 
were  sent  to  the  public  stores  for  this  purpose,  being  Nos.  2006  and 
2025.  When  the  second  examination  was  had  here  all  the  remaining 
10  bales  were  examined  with  great  care,  the.  bales  being  stripped  front 
and  back. 

A  witness,  relied  on  by  the  protestants,  testified  that  he  saw  the  to- 
bacco five  or  six  months  ago ;  that  he  found  generally  that  the  leaves 
were  large  enoi^;h  for  wrappers,  but  the  quality,  in  color  and  fineness, 
made  them  unsuitable  for  wrapping  purposes.  He  had  examined 
aboat  two  carrots  from  layers  in  front,  and  none  from  the  back. 

The  other  witnesses  for  the  protestants  had  seen  only  the  samples, 
one  of  them  testifying  that  the  color  was  very  good,  and  that  there 
were  wrappers,  but  that  it  was  hard  to  determine  the  percentage. 
Another  said  of  the  tobacco,  speaking  from  the  exhibits,  that  it  was 
too  dry  to  judge,  adding :  ^^  They  look  like  wrappers,  but  they  are  too 
dry.  I  believe  it  is  wrapper,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  foir  to  testify  un- 
less it  is  in  condition  to  judge." 

Evidence  was  offered  of  the  prices  paid  for  the  merchandise,  but 
while  such  proof  might  be  an  index  of  ultimate  use,  the  classification 
of  leaf  tobacco  under  Schedule  P  can  only  be  determined  by  examina- 
tion. 

With  regard  to  variations  in  crops  of  tobacco,  we  learn  from  other 
investigations  that  the  crop  of  1891  was  generally  superior  to  that  of 
this  year;  that  the  former  had  body,  color,  and  gloss,  and  that,  owing 
to  three  months'  drought,  the  crop  of  this  year  is  inferior  in  body,  gloss, 
and  color,  and  the  leaf  is  thin  and  brittle. 

The  Board  has  given  evidence  of  reasonable  liberality  in  the  inter- 
pretation of  paragraph  242  in  G.  A.  1210,  but  the  testimony  offered 
before  us  does  not  justify  the  claim  of  the  protestants  to  the  extent  of 
their  demand. 

Upon  the  papers  and  all  the  evidence  in  the  case,  we  find  and  decide 
that  T  bales  of  this  importation,  to  wit,  Nos.  2009,  2016,  2022,  2044, 
2013, 2006,  and  2025,  must  be  classified  as  suitable  for  cigar  wrappers 
not  stemmed,  at  $2  per  pound,  and  that  the  remaining  five  numbers  of 
bales  may  be  classified  under  paragraph  243,  at  35  cents  per  pound. 
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(13435— G.  A.  1772.) 

Ball  clay. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  3,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  137276, 14S416,  145696,  of  Gteo.  Knowles  ic  Son,  agah>st  the  deciiion 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  ball  clay,  imported  per  JEhnma  Pay»arU,  July  14, 1891 ;  Minneaota^  November  4, 1891 ;  and 
Horace  W.  Macombery  March  8,  1892. 

Opinion  4>y  WiLKursoir,  OenertU  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise  is  a  clay,  from  a  dull  cream  color  to  a  slate  color, 
imported  in  lumps  as  it  is  dug  from  the  earth. 
From  abundant  evidence,  which  we  deem  conclusive,  we  find :  ■ 

(1)  That  the  article  has  been  known  in  trade  for  many  years  as 
**  ball  clay.'' 

(2)  That  it  is  a  clay  distinct  from  the  substances  known  as  china  clay 
or  kaolin,  and  that  it  is  not  now  and  never  has  been  known  as  china 
clay  or  kaolin. 

(3)  That  it  is  a  clay  unwrought  or  unmanu£gtctured. 

The  assessment  of  duty  upon  the  merchandise  at  $3  per  ton  is  over- 
ruled, and  the  claim  that  it  is  dutiable  at  $1.50  per  ton  is  hereby  sus 
tained. 

(13436— G.  A.  1773.) 

Jute  press  cloth. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  4, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  121756-8785,  etc.,  of  W.  J.  Johnston  and  The  Davies  Warehouse  and 
Supply  Company,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Chicai^  as  to  the  nte 
and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called  '*double4wisted  burlaps'*  and  "jnte 
twist  bagging,**  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  specified  in  the  annexed  sdiednle. 

Opinion  by  Tichekob,  Oenerai  Appraiaer. 

We  make  the  following  findings  of  fact  from  an  examination  of  the 
papers  and  samples  in  these  cases : 

(1)  That  the  goods  in  question  are  described  in  the  invoices  as 
**  double- twisted  burlaps"  and  as  "jute  twist  bagging,"  and  are  valued 
variously  from  Sid.  to  6-^d.  (sterling)  per  yard,  the  price  being  much 
higher,  in  instances  more  than  double,  than  that  of  other  goods  which 
are  described  in  the  invoices  simply  as  *•  burlaps." 

(2)  That  they  are  woven  of  3  to  6  ply  well -twisted  yarns  made  of  a 
superior  quality  of  jute,  numbering  variously  from  12  to  18  threads 
per  square  inch,  counting  warp  and  weft,  and  ranging  in  width  from 
30  up  to  44  inches ;  they  rcvsemble  the  article  that  is  sometimes  used  a^ 
bagging  for  Sea  Island  cotton,  but  on  account  of  the  superior  material 
used  therein  and  the  expensive  character  thereof  they  are  not  consid- 
ered ''suitable  for  covering  cotton,"  within  the  meaning  of  the  tariff 
act. 
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(3)  They  differ  in  appearance  from  and  are  not  designed  nor  adapted 
to  any  of  the  uses  to  which  the  article  commercially  known  ^s  bnrlaps 
is  pat,  bat  are  made  according  to  a  special  order  for  a  particular  pnr- 
p<x»e,  principally  for  use  in  presses  as  a  press  cloth  or  straining  cloth, 
for  which  the  regular  burlaps  ai'e  unfitted. 

(4)  That  they  are  valued  above  5  cents  per  pound. 

We  hold,  in  accordance  with  our  findings  of  fact,  that  these  goods 
are  dutiable  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  'assessed  by  the  collector, 
nnder  the  provisions  of  paragraph  374,  act  of  October  1,  1890.,  We 
therefore  overrule  the  claims  in  the  protests:  (1)  That  duty  should 
have  been  assessed  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  the  provisions  of 
the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  on  the  ground  that  the  act  of  October  1, 1890, 
isHDConstitutional  and  void ;  and  (2)  that  the  goods  are  dutiable  at  the 
rate  of  If  cents  per  pound,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  364  of 
said  last-named  act. 


(13437— G.  A.  1774.) 
Dress  stays  and  stay  laces. 
Before  the  U.  S.  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  4,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  26597  a,  etc,  as  per  schedale  annexed  of  A.  Sieinhardt&  Bro.,  against 
the  decision  of  the  colleetor  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties 
chargeable  on  certain  so-called  covered  bone  strips  and  linen  corset  laces,  imported  per  Noord- 
lomi.  Rhytdandt  snd  Pvnnkmd,  March  8, 19,  and  28, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Tichbkob,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find,  as  matters  of  fact,  that  the  merchandise  to  which  these  pro- 
tests relate  consists : 

(1)  Of  whalebone  or  horn,  fashioned  into  strips  and  covered  with 
cloth  composed  of  cotton  and  of  mixed  silk  and  cotton,  and  known  as 
dress  or  stay  bones,  being  nsed  for  the  purpose  of  staying  or  stiffening 
the  waists  of  women's  dresses,  and  that  whalebone  or  horn  is  the  com- 
ponent material  of  chief  value. 

(2)  Of  stay  laces,  about  one- fourth  of  an  inch  in  width  and  from  2  to 
3  yards  long,  composed  of  flax  or  linen  threads  braided  into  a  flat 
fabric,  with  metal  tags  of  insignificant  value  attached  thereto,  and  being 
of  the  same  general  character  as  the  articles  which  were  the  subject, 
in  part,  of  the  Board's  decision  of  March  15,  1892  (G.  A.  1298). 

The  merchandise  described  in  our  first  finding  of  fact  was  assessed 
for  duty  at*40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
355,  N.  T.,  and  is  claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  dutiable  either  at  20 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  section  4,  N.  T. ,  or  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  460,  N.  T.,  as  a  manufacture  of  which 
bone  or  whalebone  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 
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The  latter  claim  is  sustained  in  accordance  wiUi  oar  findings  of  fact. 

« 

The  good^  to  which  onr  second  finding  of  fact  relates  were  assessed  for 
dnty  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  371, 
"N.  T,,  and  are  claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  dutiable  at  35  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  the  same  paragraph.  This  claim 
is  overruled,  and  the  collector's  action  with  resx>ect  to  such  merchan- 
dise is  affirmed  in  accordance  with  6.  A.  1298. 


(13438—0.  A.  1775.) 
Farts  of  artificial  flmcers,  india-rubber  tubing. 


Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  4, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protesta,  197476-6697,  of  Birge,  Espen  A  Co..  afl^iiut  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  castoms  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charseable  on  certain 
parts  of  artificial  flowers,  india-rubber  tubing,  imported  per  BrUiah  Prince  and  Ohio,  December 
2  and  9, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Tichxnor,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

We  find,  as  matter  of  fact,  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  and 
samples  in  this  case : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  small  tubing  of  india 
rubber,  colored  and  otherwise  fashioned  to  resemble  stems  of  natural 
flowers,  and  designed  for  use  in  forming  branches  of  artiiicial  flowers, 
and  that  they  are  of  the  same  general  character  as  those  which  were 
held  by  the  Treasury  Department,  July  7,  1888  (Synopsis  8931),  to  be 
dutiable  as  parts  of  artiflcial  flowers. 

We  hold  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
as  assessed  by  the  collector  under  the  provision  in  paragraph  443,  X. 
T.,  for  artiflcial  and  ornamental  feathers  and  flowers  or  parts  thereof, 
and  overrule  the  protest,  which  claims  that  the  same  is  dutiable  at  30 
per  cent  ad  valorem  as  a  manufacture  of  india  rubber,  under  paragraph 
460,  N.  T.     (See  G.  A.  540  and  661.) 


(13439— G.  A.  1776.) 

Soap  grease. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  5, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest  16694^-7718,  of  Carl  Gardiocke,  against  the  decision  of  the  eoUec4or  of 
customs  At  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  ceftain  grease,  im> 
ported  per  Harewood^  June  15, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Soxbrvillb,  Oeneral  Appr<Ueer. 

The  article  in  question  is  in  color  a  dark-brown  grease,  of  an  inferior 
quality,  and  we  flnd  that  the  sample  marked  Exhibit  1.  introduced  in 
evidence  at  the  hearing,  correctly  represents  the  importation  in  question. 
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The  local  appraiser  returned  it  as  degras  or  brown  wool  grease,  and 
it  was  assessed  by  the  collector  as  sach,  under  paragrapn  316,  New 
Tariff. 

The  evidence  taken  in  the  hearing  at  Philadelphia  shows,  and  we  so 
find,  that  it  is  not  the  article  commercially  known  as  degras,  but  is  fit 
only  to  make  soap  or  dress  leather,  and  is  commonly  used  for  such 
purposes. 

The  claim  niade  in  the  protest  that  the  merchandise  is  free  of  duty, 
under  paragraph  599,  as  grease,  commonly  used  in  making  soap  or 
dressing  leather,  and  fit  only  for  such  uses,  is  sustained,  and  the  col- 
lector's decision  reversed.  He  is  instructed  to  reliquidate  the  entry 
according  to  law. 


.  (13440— G.  A.  1777.) 
AVuminum  or  dutch  metal  in  leaf — Size  of  pachagea. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  7,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteoto,  142076, 15G93  5, 165436,  of  Hastings  &.  Ck>.,  affainst  the  decision  of 
the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  aluminum  and  dutch  metal,  imported  per  FuXda^  October  23, 1891 ;  <8|pTee,  November  16, 
\mu  SadU.  June  2, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Oenerai  Appraiser, 

The  merchandise  in  this  ca^e  consists  of  aluminum  and  dutch  metal 
in  leaf,  classified  and  assessed  for  duty  at  8  cents  per  100  leaves,  under 
paragraph  190  of  the  new  tariff  act.  At  the  hearing  in  Philadelphia,  on 
September  20, 1892,  the  case  was  submitted  by  appellants  on  the  record. 

The  ground  of  protest  is  stated  as  follows : 

*'The  provision  under  which  you  have  assessed  duty  only  covering 
packages  containing  100  leaves,  while  the  abQve  contain  500  leaves  to 
the  package.'' 

Paragraph  190  of  the  new  tariff  act  is  in  part  as  follows:  *' Bronze 
or  dutch  metal,  or  aluminum,  in  leaf,  8  cents  per  package  of  100 
leaves.'' 

The  meaning  of  the  language  of  the  statute  is  not  doubtful.  **Eight 
cents  per  package  of  100  leaves"  is  the  unit  or  measure  of  quantity, 
merely.  It  would  be  the  extreme  of  strict  construction  to  hold  that  it 
is  anything  else ;  that  it  excludes  from  the  operation  of  the  paragraph 
packages  of  aluminum  or  dutch  metal  containing,  for  example,  more 
than  100  leaves,  or  500  leaves,  as  in  the  case  under  consideration.  It 
does  not  exclude  such  packages.  No  argument  could  add  to  the  strength 
of  this  simple  statement  of  the  case. 

We  find  the  facts  to  be  as  shown  in  the  record.  The  protest  is  over- 
ruled and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 
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(13441— G.  A.  1778.) 
Countable  linens — Hemstitched  and  revered  table  dothSf  scarfs,  etc. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  October  7,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  I35p0  6  and  15549b,  of  John  Wanamaker  and  W.  H.  Horstmann  k 
Sons,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  snd 
amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  linen  hemstitched  and  revered  table  cloths,  aeariii, 
etc.,  imported  per  Donau  and  Trave,  June  8  and  July  14, 1881. 

Opinion  by  Tichknor,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

We  make  the  following  findings  of  fact  from  an  examination  of  the 
papers  and  samples  in  thtese  cases : 

(1)  That  the  goods  in  question  are  woven  flax  or  linen  hemstitched 
and  revered  table  scarfs  and  cloths  of  various  sizes,  some  square  and 
others  oblong,  the  borders  and  some  other  portions  of  the  surface  of 
which  are  ornamented  with  openwork  effects  and  with  raised  figures, 
some  of  which  resemble  damask. 

(2)  That  in  consequence  of  such  ornamentation,  the  number  of  threads 
to  the  square  inch  is  not  homogeneous  or  alike  throughout,  but  differs 
in  different  parts  of  the  articles;  that  the  number  of  threads  in  the 
plain  portion  of  the  fabric,  and  the  average  number  throughout  the 
fabric,  however,  exceeds  100  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  both 
warp  and  filling. 

In  accordauc-e  with  these  findings  of  fact,  and  following  the  doctrine 
of  the  Board's  decisions  of  March  12  and  15,  1892  (G.  A.  1291  and 
1296),  we  hold  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  dutiable  at  35  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  as  claimed  by  the  appellants.  The  action  of  the  col- 
lector  in  assessing  duty  thereon  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  same  paragraph,  is  accordingly  reversed.  • 


(13442— G.  A.  1779.) 
Cosmetics — Eyebrow  pencils. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  10,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  154036-2186,  of  John  Wanamaker,  agrainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amoant  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
pins,  toilet  preparations,  etc.,  imported  per  La  Bretagtie,  March  2, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Oenercd  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  here  consists  (1)  of  hat  forms  of  straw,  asses^ 
for  duty  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  349  of  the  new 
tariflF  act ;  (2)  of  crayons  (cosmetics),  assessed  for  duty  at  50  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  77  of  said  act;  and  (3)  of  hat  and  scarf  pins, 
assessed  for  duty  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  452  of 
said  act. 
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Appellant  claims  that  the  hat  forms  are  entitled  to  entry  at  30  per 
cent  ad  valorem  as  manufaetures  of  straw,  under  paragraph  460  of  said 
act,  or  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  manufactures  of  wood,  under  par- 
agraph 230  of  said  act ;  that  the  crayons  are  entitled  to-entry  at  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  61  of  said  act ;  and  that  the  hat  and 
scarf  pins  ai-e  entitled  to  entry  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 206  of  said  act. 

The  protest  is  sustained  as  to  the  stniw  hat  forms,  under  G.  A.  1037, 
1126, 1489,  and  1490 ;  and  as  to  the  hat  and  scarf  pins,  under  G.  A.  961. 

As  to  the  crayons,  we  find  as  facts  : 

(1)  That  they  are  known  as  cosmetics. 

(2)  That  they  are  toilet  preparations  used  for  penciling  the  eye- 
brows. 

(3)  All  the  merchandise  under  consideration  was  imported  under  the 
newtariflFaet. 

As  to  the  crayons,  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed.  The  en- 
try will  be  reliquidate<l  in  accordance  herewith. 


(13443— G.  A.  1780.) 

Metal  thread,  what  canstitutes. 

Before  the U.  S.  General  AppraivSeis at  New  York,  October  10, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15490  6-64S0,  of  O.  G.  Hempntead  &  Son,  affalnst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector uf  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charg^eable  on  certain 
metal  thread,  imported  per  Lord  Oough,  November  23, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Cfeneral  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise  here  consists  of  metal  thread,  assessed  for  duty  at 
45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215  of  the  new  tariff  act. 
Appellants  claim  that  it  is  entitled  to  entry  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  196  of  said  act. 

At  the  hearing  in  Philadelphia,  September  21,  1892,  appellants  ap- 
peared and  submitted  the  case  on  samples  of  the  merchandise  subject 
of  protest.  • 

An  examination  of  the  samples  shows  that  they  consist  of  two  varieties 
of  very  fine  metal  threads,  having  the  appearance,  respectively,  of 
copper  and  silver.  Appellants  state  in  their  protest  that  said  threads 
are  designed  for  use  in  covering  gut  strings.  The  local  appraiser, 
in  his  special  report,  does  not  traverse  appellants'  allegation,  but  in 
an  argumentative  way  declares  that  *'the  article  in  quastion  is  not  a 
thread,  since  it  is  neither  spun  nor  twisted,  but  is  simply  a  drawn 
wire."  This  definition  is  probably  too  narrow.  It  is  true  that  the 
Century  Dictionary  gives  this  as  the  primary  definition  of  the  word 
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thread  :  ^'lu  a  specific  sense,  thread  is  a  oompound  cord,  consisting 
of  two  or  more  yarns,  firmly  united  together  by  twisting."  But  a 
second  definition  by  the  same  authority  is  as  follows:  ''A  fine  fila- 
ment or  threadlike  body  of  any  kind,  as  a  thread  of  spun  glass  ;-- 
and  the  following  illustration  from  an  old  authority — Purchase  Pil- 
grimage— is  given:  *' Sustaining  a  thread  of  copper,  reaching  from 
one  to  another,  on  which  are  fastened  many  burning  lamps."  This 
latter  definition  seems  to  be  broad  enough  to  cover  the  articles  under 
consideration;  the  word  ** filament"  and  the  word  *' thread"  are 
synonyms.   . 

The  Board  has  considered  several  cases  involving  the  subject  of  the 
classification  of  threads  composed  of  metal  and  cotton,  flax,  or  silk 
intertwisted ;  or  of  metal  of  various  kinds  wound  over  cotton,  flax,  or 
silk  (G.  A.  1519,  1523,  and  1548).  But  these  cases  are  not  exactly  par- 
allel  with  the  one  under  consideration,  since  this  concerns  naked 
metal. 

We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  subject  of  protest  was  imported  under  the 
new  tariff  act ;   and, 

(2)  That  it  is  a  metal  thread  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  196 
of  the  new  tariff  act. 

We  therefore  hold  that  the  protest  is  well  taken,  and  it  is  sustained. 
The  entry  will  be  reliquidated  accordingly. 


(13444—G.  A.  1781.) 

Wearing  apjyard — Silk  belts  and  embroidered  cotton  neckties. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  10, 1892. 

lu  the  matter  of  the  protest,  167866-7546,  of  John  Wanamaker,  against  the  decision  of  the  i>ol- 
lector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeabl^  on  oertato 
silk  belts  and  cotton  neckties,  imported  per  La  Oascogne,  May  19,  1892. 

<•  Opinion  by  Ham,  General  Appraiser . 

The  merchandise  here  is  (1)  silk  belts,  assessed  for  duty  as  wearing 
apparel  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  413  of  the  new 
tariff  act,  and  (2)  embroidered  cotton  neckties,  assessed  for  duty  at  00 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  373  of  said  act. 

Appellant  claims  the  right  to  enter  it  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  UDder 
paragraphs  414  and  349,  respectively. 

At  the  hearing  in  Philadelphia,  on  September  21,  appellant  appeared, 
but  offered  no  evidence  in  support  ot  the  contentions  of  his  protest ; 
neither  did  he  present  for  inspection  samples  of  the  importation,  but 
submitted  the  case  on  the  papers  and  record. 
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The  Board  will  therefore  consider  the  case  on  the  papers  and  the 
record  merely.     On  theise  we  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  was  importea  under  the  new  tariff  act. 

» 

(2)  That  the  silk  belts  in  question  are  completed  articles  designed  to 
be  worn  upon  the  person. 

(3)  That  the  embroidered  cotton  neckties  are  designed  to  be  worn 
npon  the  person. 

The  argument  contained  in  the  special  report  of  the  local  appmiser, 
to  the  effect  that  the  word  * '  beltings, ' '  in  paragraph  412  of  the  new  tariff 
act,  was  designed  by  Congress  to  include  belts,  is  not,  in  our  opinion,  a 
valid  or  convincing  one.  Beltings  are  the  articles  or  materials  of  which 
belts  are  made.  Belting  \b  not  wearing  apparel,  but  belts  are  designed 
to  be  worn  upon  the  person,  and  are  hence  wearing  apparel. 

We  hold,  therefore,  that  both  the  belts  and  the  embroidered  cotton 
neckties  are  dutiable  as  wearing  apparel  under  the  paragraphs  where 
they  were  respectively  classified. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  sustained. 


(13445— G.  A.  1782. ) 

Dutiable  samples — Handkerchiefs  and  cuffs. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  10, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  13573&-9101,  of  Wilaon  Brothers,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Chicago  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  dertain  samples  of 
hemstitched  handkerchiefs  and  of  linen  cuffs,  imported  per  Devonia^  January  22, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Tichenok,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  matter  of  fact  that  the  merchandise  in  question  consists : 

(1)  Of  some  46}  dozen  hemstitched  linen  handkerchiefs,  sewed  in 
pjQ)er  covets,  each  cover  containing  from  a  half  dozen  to  a  dozen  hand- 
kerchiefs, and  valued  at  above  £9  sterling. 

(2)  Of  linen  cuffs. 

The  handkerchiefs  were  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  373,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  and  the 
cufife,  apparently  under  the  specific  provision  therefor  in  paragraph  372 
of  said  act. 

The  appellants  claim : 

(1)  That  the  goods  are  of  no  commercial  value  and  are  free  of  duty. 

(2)  That  they  are  dutiable  under  paragraph  336,  act  of  March  3, 
1883,  on  the  ground  that  the  act  of  October  1, 1890,  is  unconstitutional 
and  void. 

78 
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These  goods  are  complete  and  perfect  articles,  and  the  fact  of  sewing 
them  into  covers,  or  otherwise  arranging  them  for  convenient  nse  as 
samples,  does  not  destroy  their  value  or  render  them  unfit  for  the  uses 
for  which  they  are  designed  and  to  which  they  are  ordinarily  put. 

Following  the  principles  enunciated  in  the  Board's  decisions  (O.  A. 
1246,  1275,  1294,  and  1710),  we  hold  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable 
and  wafi  properly  assessed  by  the  collector.  We  also  hold  that  the  act 
of  October  1,  1890,  is  constitutional  and  valid.  The  protest  is  over- 
ruled. 


TBEAflUBT   DbPABTMSST, 

Docament  No.  1871. 
SttrUary—CwOomM. 


} 

DECISIONS  UNDER  THE  TARIFF  AND  NAVIGATION  UWS,  ETC.,  NOVEMBER,  1892. 


Tbbasuky  Department, 

Office  of  the  Secretary y 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  December  1,  1892. 

To  Officers  of  the  Customs  : 

The  following  decisions  of  the  Department  and  of  the  Board  of 
United  States  General  Appraisers  at  the  port  of  New  York,  in  the  months 
of  October  and  November  1892,  npon  the  oonstruction  to  be  given  to 
ads  of  Congress  relating  to  the  tariff,  navigation,  and  other  subjects, 
are  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  of  the  cus- 
toms and  others  concerned.  The  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers  will  go  into  effect  after  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  thereof,  unless,  in  the  meanwhile,  appeal  has  been  taken  under  t&e 
provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  in  which  case  you 
^ill  be  advised,  and  action  will  be  suspended  under  such  decisions  un- 
til the  questions  involved  are  judicially  determined.     (See  circular  of 

November  16,  1§90,  Synopsis  10369.) 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 

• 

(13446.) 

Names  of  vessels.^ 

Treasury  Department,. 
Bureau  of  Navigation^ 
Washington^  D.  (7.,  November  3,  1892. 

Sir  :  This  office  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  dated  the  26th  ultimo,  rela- 
tive to  a  steamer  formerly  documented  and  numbered  as  the  Henry 
Smithy  and  subsequently  purchased  and  sold  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  You  report  that  she  has  been  named  Vicibrj  and  it  ap- 
pears that  she  has  been  known  already  by  four  different  names.  The 
Bureau  is  not  advised  that  the  several  vessels  named  in  your  letter  of 
the  1st  instant  as  having  changed  names  on  sales  by  the  Government 
were  ever  documented  as  vessels  of  the  United  States  prior  to  such 
79  (1165) 
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sales.     The  fact  that  their  histories,  former  ownership,  etc.y  can  not  be 

ascertained  from  the  records  is  evidence  of  the  confusion  which  arises 

from  unauthorized  changes  of  names. 

Article  5,  class  6,  Regulations  1892,  should  be  construed  as  relating 

only  to  war  and  other  vessels  not  before  documented,  the  property  of 

the  United  Statas  Government  and  sold  by  it.     Vessels  which,  before 

such  sale,  have  been  documented  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States, 

on  being  again  documented  must  retain  the  names  under  which  they 

were  formerly  documented  and  numbered.     (Sections  4179, 4  L70,  and 

4333,  Revised  Statutes;  Synopses  1570,  4322;  United  States  p.  Grace 

Meade,  2  Hughes,  83.) 

Respectfully,  yours, 

T.  B.  SANDERS, 

Acting  Commimoner, 
Approved  : 

O.  L.  Spaulding,  , 

Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


.     (13447.) 
Sweetened  chocolate. 


Treasury  Department,  November  3,  1892. 

Sir:  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  27th  ultimo, 
from  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York, 
in  which  he  reports  that  the  appeal  to  the  United  States  circuit  court 
of  appeals  in  the  suit  docket  No.  78,  in  the  matter  of  certain  imi>or- 
tations  of  sweetened  chocj)late  made  by  Schilling,  Stollwerck  &  Co.. 
has  been  decided  in  favor  of  the  importers,  thus  sustaining  the  decision 
of  the  circuit  court  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York,  which  i-e- 
versed  the  decision  of  the  collector,  and  also  sustaining  the  ruling  of 
the  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers  made  in  the  case  of 
Austin,  Nichols  &  Co.  (Synopsis  109 19,  G.  A.  414)  so  feu*  as  the  rate  of 
duty  is  concerned,  the  coutt  finding  under  paragraph  319  and  the 
board  under  paragraph  3 18  of  the  act  of  1890,  both  paragraphs  im- 
posing the  rite  of  2  cents  per  pound  on  the  article. 

The  facts  in  the  case  appear  to  be  that  the  protestants  imported  cer- 
tain sweetened  chocolate  upon  which'  the  collector  assessed  duty  at  the 
rate  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  **  chocolate  confectionery,"  or  assimi- 
lating thereto,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  239  and  section  5  of  the 
act  of  October  1,  1890,  the  importers  claiming  that  the  same  was  dntia- 
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bleat  2  cents  per  pound,  as  "chocolate,"  under  paragraph  318,  or  as 
"coooa*  *  *  manufactured,"  under  paragraph  319  of  said  act;  that  the 
Board  of  (Jeneral  Appraisers  reversed  the  decision  of  the  collector, 
holding  that  the  merchandise  was  dutiable,  as  "sweetened  chocolate," 
under  paragraph  318,  at  2  cents  per  pound,  as  claimed,  and  also  hold- 
ing that  the  board  were  authorized  to  correct  the  punctuation  of  para- 
graph 318  so  as  to  make  the  parenthesis  embrace  only  the  words,  "other 
than  chocolate  confectionery;"  that  the  collector  appealed  from  such 
decision,  under  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890, 
and  now,  as  before  stated,  the  final  court  of  appeals  has  affirmed  the 
alternative  contention  of  the  protestants  that  the  article  is  dutiable 
under  paragraph  319. 

Judge  Shipman,  in  delivering  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  of 
appeals,  states  as  follows : 

It  can  not  safely  be  contended  that  the  importations  were  chocolate 
wnfectionery.  The  two  articles  differ  from  each  other  in  fact  and  in 
commercial  designation,  and  while  sweetened  chocolate  in  the  form  of 
wafers  or  sticks  may  often  be  used  as  a  confection,  it  is  a  different  thing 
from  chocolate  confectionery,  which  is  sweetened  chocolate,  mixed 
vnth  cream  or  fruits,  or  covered  with  sugar  or  other  flavoring  material. 
Neither  can  the  similitude  section  be  resorted  to  if  the  article  was  enu- 
merated in  the  existing  tariff  acts  either  by  specific  or  general  desig- 
nation. The  term  *' cocoa  *  *  *  manufactures"  is  not  a  commer- 
cial term,  and  is  broad  enough  to  include  the  preparations  of  chocolate 
which  are  not  more  specifically  mentioned  in  the  comprehensive 
statute  of  1890,  and  within  that  paragraph  (319)  the  article  in  question 
finds  an  appropriate  dutiable  place. 

The  Government  having  now  exhausted  its  remedy  in  the  case,  you 
are  hereby  authorized,  in  view  of  the  above,  to  take  measures  for  pay- 
ment of  the  excessive  duties  charged  on  this  commodity,  and  to  apply 
this  decision  to  all  similar  cases  pending  at  your  port  where  the  parties 
have  duly  and  specifically  protected  their  rights  under  the  act  of  June 
10, 1890. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDI]^G, 

(6008/.)  Jcting  Secretary, 

CoLLECTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  New  York. 


(18448.) 
Free  entry — Seal-skin  sacque  left  abroad  accidentally, 

Tbeasuby  Department,  November  3,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  Miss  Julina  O. 
Hall,  dated  the  Slst  ultimo,  1100  M  street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C,  in 
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which  she  states  that  iu  returning  from  Europe  in  September  last  she  ac- 
cidentally left  behind  a  seal-skin  sacque,  which  she  had  worn  some  two 
years,  and  that  it  closely  followed  her  arrival  at  your  port,  and  is  now 
held  there  for  duljy,  and  she  requests  that  it  may  be  admitted  to  free 
entry  as  a  part  of  her  personal  effects. 

Ajs  this  case  comes  within  the  rule  laid  down  in  Department  circular 
of  September  12,  1891  (Synopsis  11762),  in  regard  to  personal  effects 
accidentally  left  behind,  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  admit  the8ac(iiie 
to  entry  under  paragraph  752  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  upon  the 
applicant's  filing  the  usual  oath. 
Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(1988  g,)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13449.) 
SheepskinM,  tanned  or  tawed. 

Treasury  Department,  November  4,  1892. 

Sir  :  Beferring  to  Department's  letter  of  the  5th  ultimo,  relating  to 
the  classification  of  sheepskins  in  the  wool  or  partly  tanned  or  tawed, 
your  attention  is  now  requested  to  the  inclosed  extract  from  report 
of  the  proceedings  at  the  recent  Conference  of  Local  Appraisers  in  Xe^ 
York  and  to  the  opinion  expressed  therein  that  the  skins  referred  to 
should  be  classified  under  paragraphs  377-384  and  387  of  the  woo; 
schedule. 

The  Department  now  suggests  that  you  shall  be  no  longer  governe*! 
by  its  instructions  of  October  5,  and  that  you  classify  the  merchandi.^» 
in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  the  Conference  already  cited. 
Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(1219  g. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Chicago,  III 

[The  following  is  the  extract  referred  to  above  :] 

Sheepskins — The  appraiser  at  Chicago  submitted  sample  of  alum 
tanned  sheepskin,  with  the  wool  on,  from  Canada,  the  wool  ranging  iu 
length  ft'om  4  to  7  inches.  The  conference  were  of  the  unanimous  opib 
ion  that  like  skins  should  be  classified  under  paragraphs  377,  384,  an*] 
387  of  the  wool  schedule,  and  in  view  of  the  letter  of  the  Secret4iry  «♦: 
the  Treasury  to  the  collector  of  customs  at  Chicago  on  this  subject, 
dated  the  5th  instant,  the  conference  instructed  Appraiser  Pearson,  oi 
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Chicago,  and  Assistant  Appraiser  Tucker,  of  San  Francisco,  to  pro- 
ceed to  Washington  upon  the  adjournment  of  this  conference  and  sub- 
mit the  sample  under  consideration  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
with  the  action  of  the  conference. 


(13450.) 

Allowance  for  loss  of  spitnls  in  loarehouse  by  absorption  or  soakage. 

Treasury  Department,  November  9,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  report  of  the  1st  instant 
upon  the  application  of  Messrs.  Lanman  &  Kemp  for  an  allowance  on 
70  gallons  of  spirits  lost  by  absorption  or  ©oakage  out  of  a  lot  of  spirits 
u^^d  in  bonded  warehouse  for  the  manufacture  of  12,500  dozen  Florida 
water. 

You  report  that  the  entry  clerk  having  charge  of  warehouses  of  cla^ 
^  states  that  the  quantity  of  spirits,  as  per  ganger's  return,  is  greater 
by  70  gallons  than  that  required  by  the  formula  in  making  the  given 
quantity  of  Florida  water,  and  the  certificate  of  the  storekeeper,  which 
you  submit,  is  to  the  effect  that  the  entire  contents  of  the  130  barrels 
as  received  were  actually  less  by  70  gallons  than  the  amount  specified 
l>y  the  ganger's  return,  and  that  the  loss  was  oceasioned  by  soakage 
while  the  goods  were  in  transit  to  the  manufacturing  warehouse. 

As  the  evidence  submitted  appears  to  be  conclusive  that  the  dis- 
<:repancy  between  the  quantity  of  spirits  specified  in  the  ganger's  re- 
turn and  that  used  in  the  production  of  the  Florida  water  was  lost  by 
s<jakage  or  absorption,  as  claimed,  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  make 
the  allowance  in  accordance  with  the  applicants'  request. 

You  will  apply  this  principle  to  any  subsequent  shipments  received 

under  similar  circumstances. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

A.  B.  NETTLETON, 

(1936  g, )  Acting  Secretary. 

CoLLEcrroR  of  Customs,  New  York. 

(13451.) 
Sale  of  unclaimed  goods — Distribution  of  proceeds. 

Treasury  Department,  November  11,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  9th  instant, 
referring  to  the  distribution  of  moneys  received  from  the  sale  of  un- 


1170  / 

claimed  merchaDdise,  aud  calling  the  attention  of  the  Department  to 
the  change  that  is  implied  by  the  instructions  contained  in  Synopsis 
13269  in  regard  to  the  procedure  in  such  cases. 

You  are  informed  that  the  Department  holds  that  charges  for  storage 
must  be  paid  before  any  sum  is  applied  for  duties  on  merchandise  of 
the  kind  mentioned.  The  merchandise  in  such  cases  is  stored  by  the 
Government  in  private  warehouses,  and  in  most  cases  the  owner  or  con- 
signee does  not  appear,  frequently  he  can  not  be  reached.  The  goods 
are  sold  unclaimed,  and  it  seems  unfair  to  the  proprietor  of  the  ware- 
house that  he  should  be  compelled  to  hold  his  claim  for  storage  in  abey- 
ance until  after  the  duties  have  been  paid,  the  result  in  such  cases  fre- 
quently being  that  nothing  is  left  for  the  purposes  of  storage. 

You  will  therefore  follow  the  directions  given  in  the  synopsis  cited  by 
you  and  will  consider  the  storage  payable  after  the  expenses  of  ap- 
praisement, advertisement,  and  sale. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1667^.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Baltimore,  Md. 


(13452.) 
German  periodicals. 

Treasury  Department,  November  12,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  28th  ultimo, 
from  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York, 
in  which  he  reports  that  the  appeal  of  the  United  States  in  the  matter 
of  the  application  of  Oscar  Schmidt  upon  certain  merchandise  imported 
per  Rhaciia,  July  7, 1890 ;  Russia,  June  28, 1890 ;  Dania,  July  29,  1890, 
and  Scandia,  July  22,  1890,  was  decided  by  the  United  States  circuit 
court  of  appeals  at  New  York  on  the  28th  ultimo  in  favor  of  the  im- 
porter, thus  affirming  the  decision  of  the  United  States  circuit  court 
for  said  district. 

The  facts  in  the  case  appear  to  be  that  the  protestant's  importa- 
tions consisted  of  certain  printed  matter  claimed  to  be  '*  periodicals." 
and  therefore  free  of  duty,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  745  of  the 
tariflf  act  of  March  3,  1883,  but  which  were  classified  by  the  collector 
as  printed  matter,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  384  of  said  act, 
dutiable  at  the  rate  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  ;  that  upon  bringing  the 
case  before  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  the  collector's  decision 
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was  affirmed ;  that  upoD  trial  of  the  case  in  the  lower  court  the  con- 
tention of  the  protestant  was  snstained  and  the  decisions  of  the  col- 
lector and  of  the  board  reversed ;  and  now  the  United  States  attorney, 
in  reporting  upon  the  case,  states  that  the  decision  of  the  lower  court 
was  unanimously  affirmed  by  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals. 

The  articles  in  question  consisted  of  a  German  publication,  entitled 
Das  Kleine  Buch  Fiir  una  Allee,  which  appeared  at  regular  intervals, 
weekly,  each  number  containing  parts  of  several  continued  stories, 
small  tales,  humorous  and  miscellaneous  pieces,  etc.,  and  they  were  of 
such  a  character  as  to  be  unfit  for  bi  nding  in  book  form.  Judge  Wheeler 
in  the  lower  court  in  delivering  his  opinion  stated  as  follow^  "This 
is  a  periodical  publication,  one  number  being  sent  out  one  week  and 
another  number  in  another  week  and  so  on,  and  with  continuous  stories 
running  from  one  we^k  to  another,  with  some  other  little  articles,  one 
thing  and  another,  making  up  a  number,  and  then  another  number, 
and  so  on,  each  one  being  a  continuation  of  the  preceding  one,  and  so 
to  be  continued  indefinitely.  It  can  not  be  considered  a  'book'  unless 
each  one  is  a  complete  book.  It  is  incomplete  as  a  book,  and  is  a 
periodical  publication,  and  I  think  it  comes  in  under  the  head  of  '  news- 
papers and  periodicals,'  and  free.  The  appeal  is  sustained,  and  the  de- 
cision of  the  appraisers  is  reversed." 

In  view  of  said  decision,  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  take  measures 
looking  to  a  payment  of  said  judgment,  and  you  may  apply  this  de- 
cision to  all  similar  cases  pending  at  your  port  where  the  parties  have 
duly  protected  their  rights  by  protest,  appe^il,  institution  of  suit,  etc. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(9910/.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York, 


(13453.) 

^ry  of  goods  received  at  ports  of  delivery  under  immediate-transportation 

entries. 

Treasury  Department,  November  12, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  E.  F.  Downing  & 
Co.,  of  New  York,  in  which  they  complain  of  a  grievance  suffered  by 
them  on  account  of  your  action  in  delaying  the  delivery  of  three  cases 
of  merchandise,  which  they  forwarded  to  their  agents  at  your  port, 
Meesrs.  Jno.  H.  Boden  &  Co.     They  state  that  such  delay  was  caused 
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by  your  iDsistence  upon  the  production  of  an  ocean  bill  of  lading  made 
out  directly  to  the  firm  mentioned,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Messrs. 
K.F.  Downing  &  Co.,  the  consignees  named  in  the  bill  of  lading  at- 
tached to  the  immediate-transportation  entry,  had  distinctly  trans- 
ferred the  merchandise  to  Messrs.  J.  H.  Boden  &  Co.  by  indorsement 
either  upon  the  bill  of  lading  or  upon  the  immediate-transportation 
entry,  in  accordance  with  the  practice  established  at  !New  York. 

The  Department  does  not  approve  of  the  construction  you  api)arently 
place  upon  the  regulations  pertaining  to  such  matters,  and  now  incloses 
for  youji;  information  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the  surveyor  at 
Cincinnati,  conveying  its  views  as  to  the  treatment  of  consignees  named 
on  immediate-transportation  entries  by  the  consignees  duly  contained 
in  the  original  bill  of  lading  under  which  entry  was  made  at  the  port 
of  arrival. 

You  are  instructed  to  govern  your  action  in  accordance  with  the  sug- 
gestions contained  in  Department's  letter  to  the  surveyor  at  Cincinnati, 
and  if  the  circumstances  in  the  case  of  J.  H.  Boden  &  Co.  are  analogous 
to  those  which  existed  at  that  port,  you  will  allow  entry  and  make 
delivery  accordingly. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1080  g.)  Assistani  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  San  Francisco,  Cal 


(13454.) 

Entry  of  merchandise  received  at  ports  of  delivery  under  immediate  iranjc 

portation  entfies. 

Treasury  Department,  November  12,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  regrets  to  be  under  the  necessity  of  informing 
you  that  complaints  are  frequently  made  in  regard  to  the  obstructions 
phiced  b}"  you  in  the  way  of  the  entry  of  merchandise  received  at  your 
port  under  immediate  ti-ansportation  entries.  These  obstructions 
seldom  arise  at  other  ports,  and  there  does  not  Seem  any  satisfactory 
reason  for  their  existence. 

Article  403  of  the  regulations  provides  that  all  merchandise  entered 
for  immediate  transportation  shall  be  consigned  ^^to  the  collector  at 
the  port  of  delivery,  who  will  decide  all  questions  as  to  the  ultimate 
consignee  at  his  port  according  to  law."  This  provision  has  two  ob- 
jects :  First,  to  prevent  premature  deliveries  of  such  merchandise  by 
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the  transportatioti  companies  to  the  ultimate  consignees ;  second,  to 
authorize  the  collector  in  case  of  disputed  ownership  to  decide  as  to 
the  validity  of  any  of  the  claims.  It  is  not  thereby  implied  that  the 
Department  resigns  its  jurisdiction  over  customs  officers,  nor  that  it 
will  cease  to  enforce  promptness  and  equity  in  customs  proceedings. 

It  appears  to  the  Department  inadvisable  to  delay  prompt  deliveries 
by  requiring  the  filing  of  bonds  of  indemnity  where  the  papers  pre- 
sented are  I'egular  in  form  and  no  ^'questions''  have  arisen. 

Merchandise  received  at  an  interior  port  under  immediate-transpor- 
tation entry  is  to  be  treated,  so  far  as  respects  the  local  consignee,  as 
if  lauded  directly  from  the  vessel  at  such  port.  Article  274  provides 
that  *^all  imported  merchandise  must  be  entered  at  the  custom-house 
*  -^  *  by  the  pei'son  holding  a  bill  of  lading  which  names  him  as 
the  consignee  or  a  bill  of  lading  indoi^ed  to  his  order  by  the  consignee 
named  therein.'' 

This  provisiop  is  based  upon  the  opinion  of  the  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury  (as  promulgated  in  Synoi>sis  3807),  w^hich,  what^ever  may  be 
its  practical  inconvenience,  is  an  authoritative  interpretation  of  the 
law  on  that  subject.  This  position  has  been  repeatedly  reaffirmed. 
(See  Synopses  8807, 10205,  and  other  numbers  cited  in  Treasury  Regu- 
lations of  1892.) 

It  is  undoubtedly  preferable  that  bills  of  lading  covering  goods  in- 
tended for  immediate-transportation  entry  should  originally  declare 
the  name  of  the  consignee  at  the  port  of  delivery,  but  the  Depart- 
ment finds  no  authorit}^  in  law  for  insisting  upon  this  point.  If  a  bill 
of  lading  names  only  a  consignee  at  the  port  of  arrival,  it  devolves 
upon  such  consignee  full  power  to  transfer  his  right  of  entry,  and  this 
authority  to  direct  the  final  delivery  of  the  goods  is  not  exhausted  by 
his  use  of  the  bill  of  lading  in  making  the  preliminary  immediate- 
transportation  entry  at  the  port  of  arrival.  The  immediate-transpor- 
tation entry  is  a  formal  proceeding  needed  for  the  discharge  of  the 
goods  from  the  iny)orting  vessel  and  their  transfer  to  a  transportation 
conveyance.  It  is  requisite  that  some  pei-son  should  produce  legal 
authority  to  make  the  entry,  and  if  that  person  is  the  sole  consignee 
Darned  in  the  bill  of  lading,  he  may  be  regarded  as  the  agent  of  the 
consignors,  responsible  to  them  for  the  proper  discharge  of  his  trust. 
His  transfer  of  the  right  of  entry  at  an  interior  port,  after  using  his 
authority  as  consignee  at  the  port  of  arrival  for  the  procedure  on  im- 
mediate-transportation entry,  is  as  valid  and  as  sufficient  as  would  be 
the  designation  of  an  ultimate  consignee  by  the  foreign  consignor, 
^'hose  agent  he  is  constituted  by  the  terms  of  the  bill  of  lading. 
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You  cite  aa  instance  in  which  a  merchant  at  your  port  presented  an 
indorsed  banker's  bill  of  lading,  under  which  he  claimed  the  right  of 
entry,  and  you  entertain  the  impression  that  you  might  be  held  per- 
sonally responsible  for  a  delivery  not  in  accordance  with  such  bill  of 
lading.  All  commercial  bills  of  lading  are  issued  in  plurality,  and 
contain  the  stipulation  that  when  the  conditions  of  any  one  of  the  copies 
have  been  fulfilled,  all  others  become  void  and  of  no  effect.  A  shipper 
might  issue  several  kinds  of  bills  of  lading  to  cover  one  shipment,  but 
in  no  case  could  he  successftdly  urge  acceptance  of  any  of  the  others 
after  one  had  been  utilized  for  the  purposes  declared  therein. 

It  will  therefore  be  entirely  safe  and  proper  for  you  to  accept  any 
genuine  bill  of  lading  with  its  valid  indorsements,  notwithstanding  the 
presumption  that  other  bills  of  lading  may  be  in  existence.  Your 
right  to  deliver  on  the  bill  first  presented  can  not  be  questioned  under 
the  established  principles  of  law  and  commercial  usage. 

In  its  regulations,  the  Department  has  provided  that  the  immediate- 
transportation  entry,  with  bill  of  lading  attached,  shall  be  duly  trans- 
mitted  to  the  collector  at  the  port  of  delivery.  In  order  to  fecilitate 
the  customs  business,  the  bill  of  lading  an/i  immediate-transportation 
entry  may  be  accepted,  when  conjoined,  as  a  unit,  and  a  declaration  on 
the  face  of  the  immediate- transportation  entry  naming  the  consignee 
at  the  port  of  delivery,  and  duly  signed  by  the  consignee  at  theiwrt  of 
arrival,  may  be  accepted  as  having  the  same  force,  for  the  purpose  of 
entry,  as  an  indorsement  on  the  bill  of  lading  itself. 

The  Department  trusts  that  it  has  now  explained  its  position  with 
such  clearness  as  to  prevent  all  further  misconception,  and  you  are  in- 
structed to  govern  yourself  accordingly. 

EespectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1080  g. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

Surveyor  of  Customs,  Oincinnatij  Ohio. 


(13455.) 

Entry  of  goods  at  ports  of  delivery  received  under  immediate  transportation 

entries. 

Treasury  Department,  November  12,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  Eeferring  to  your  letter  of  the  8th  ultimo,  the  Depart- 
ment has  to  inform  you  that  in  explanation  of  the  reasons  whidi  gov- 
erned him  in  refusing  to  deliver  certain   merchandise  to  Rudolph 
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Warlitzer  &  Co.,  as  complained  of  in  your  letter  of  the  8th  instant, 
the  surveyor  at  Cincinnati  states  that  no  evidence  apx>eared  upon  the 
bill  of  lading  that  the  parties  mentioned  were  the  legal  consignees  of 
the  goods.  It  is  true,  he  states,  that  a  '^  local  bill  of  lading"  was  pre- 
«?nted,  which  was  drawn  to  your  order,  and  which  was  indorsed  over 
by  you  to  the  firm  mentioned  above,  but  he  adds  that  he  has  no  guar- 
anty that  another  bill  of  lading  is  not  in  existence  which  is  drawn  in 
favor  of  some  other  parties  unknown.  He  states  that  it  is  not  an  un- 
common procedure  for  foreign  consignees  to  send  a  local  bill  of  lading 
to  the  shipping  agents  in  New  York  and  a  delivery  bill  of  lading  to  the 
ultimate  consignees  at  an  interior  port.  He  claims,  therefore,  that  it  is 
incumbent  upon  foreign  consignors  to  declare  upon  a  bill  of  lading  cov- 
ering goods  for  transportation,  under  immediate  transportation,  the 
name  of  the  consignee  at  the  port  of  delivery. 

In  the  case  of  Budolph  Wurlitzer  &  Co.,  you  state  that  you  were 
instructed  by  the  foreign  shippers  to  forward  the  goods  in  bond  to 
Rudolph  Wurlitzer  &  Co.  It  appears  to  the  Department  that  the  bill 
of  lading  might  preferably  have  named  you  as  the  local  consignees,  and 
have  set  forth  the  further  fact  that  the  merchandise  is  to  be  forwarded 
in  bond  for  the  firm  named.  This  would  have  exhibited  the  trans- 
action in  its  true  light  and  would  have  avoided  any  question  as  to  the 
ultimate  consignee. 

The  surveyor  at  Cincinnati  cites  the  following  incident :  On  the  28th 
of  September  there  arrived  in  New  York  five  cases  of  bulbs,  1131-1135, 
consigned  on  bill  of  lading  to  you,  for  reforwarding  to  W.  S.  Bell, 
Lexington,  Ky.  Immediate-transportation  entry  was  made  by  you, 
designating  H.  R.  Graser  as  consignee  at  Cincinnati.  The  collector 
states  that  he  is  bound  by  the  terms  of  the  bill  of  lading  to  insist  upon 
entry  by  W.  S.  Bell  or  his  assigns,  and,  prima  facie^  his  position  is  in 
accordance  with  Department's  rulings. 

If  the  ultimate  consignee  of  the  goods  is  known  to  the  foreign  con- 
signor, why  should  he  not  declare  the  fact!  Or,  what  objection  exists 
to  the  designation  of  your  firm  or  its  agent  as  consignee  at  the  port  of 
delivery  t 

In  the  opinion  of  the  Department,  you  have  the  right,  as  the  only 
consignees  mentioned  in  a  through  bill  of  lading,  to  be  designated  as 
the  ultimate  consignees,  and  delivery  may  safely  be  made  in  accordance 
therewith.  Yet  it  is  certainly  preferable  that  the  ultimate  consignee 
should  be  named  on  the  bill  of  lading ;  there  can  be  no  question  as  to 
the  right  of  the  collector  to  indemnify  himself  against  loss  whenever 
he  has  reasonable  doubt  of  the  proper  destination  of  the  goods. 


1176 

It  miist,  however,  be  conceded  that  under  the  decision  of  April  26, 
1888  (Synopsis  8807),  full  authority  is  given  to  a  consignee  named  Id 
a  bill  of  lading  to  transfer  by  indorsement  all  of  his  rights  as  such  ecu- 
signee.  The  surveyor  at  Cincinnati  has  accordingly  been  instructed 
to  accept,  as  valid,  your  designation  of  a  consignee  when  the  same  is 
indoi-sed  by  you  upon  any  bill  of  lading  drawn  to  your  order  or  upon 
any  immediate -transportation  entry  to  which  such  bill  of  lading  may 
be  conjoined. 

Respectfiilly,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG, 
(1080^.)  Assistant  Secret/iry, 

R.  F.  Downing  &  Co.  ,  20  Exchange  Place,  New  York. 


(13456.) 
Seizure  of  counterfeit  coins. 

TreasubV  Department,  November  12,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  9th 
instant  referring  to  a  certain  package  of  silver  coins  imported,  per  steamer 
A  Her,  July  15,  for  Messrs.  Rothery,  Randolph  &  Co.,  of  Philadelphia, 
on  which  duties  w^ere  paid  to  the  amount  of  $52.30. 

It  seems  that  the  coins  were  seized  by  the  chief  of  the  secret  service 
of  the  Treasury  Department  as  an  illegal  importation,  under  the  act 
of  February  10,  1891,  providing  against  imitations  or  counterfeits  of 
money  tokens  of  any  kind. 

The  Department  is  informed  by  the  chief  of  the  secret  service  that 
he  is  satisfied  of  the  innocence  of  the  parties  in  the  matter,  of  their 
entire  ignorance  of  the  contraband  nature  of  the  merchandise  in  ques- 
tion, and  he  has  arranged  with  them  for  the  exportation  of  the  goods 
under  the  supervision  of  Government  officers.  He  recommends  the  re- 
fund of  the  duty  paid  on  the  goods,  if  it  can  be  ddne  in  pursuance  of  law. 

Under  the  act  of  March  3,  1875,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
authorized  to  refund  duties  which,  in  his  opinion,  have  been  assessed 
and  collected  under  an  erroneous  view  of  the  facts  in  the  ease. 

The  Department  holds  that  entry  of  these  goods  should  have  been 
refused  by  the  collector  at  the  time  of  entry,  and  that  the  ow^iers 
should  at  that  time  have  been  notified  of  the  illegal  nature  of  their 
importation. 
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Under  the  circumstances  the  collector  will  be  instructed  to  reliqui- 

date  the  entry,  and  if  satisfactory  proof  of  the  exportation  of  the  goods  is 

produced,  to  make  refund  of  the  duty  paid  thereon. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2041  g.')  Assuttant  Sea^etm^y, 

HeNSEL,  BRUCKMANN  &  LORBACHER, 

25  WULiam  street^  New  York. 

(13457.) 
Drawback  an  sirup,  sugar,  and  licorice  paste  used  in  sweetening  tobacco. 

Treasury  Department,  November  14, 1892. 

Sib  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  25th  ultimo, 
further  in  relation  to  certain  claims  for  drawback  on  sirup,  sugar,  and 
licorice  paste  used  in  the  sweetening  of  manufactured  tobacco,  ex- 
ported under  proper  entries,  which  were  disallowed  in  pursuance  of 
instractions  addressed  to  you  March  1  last,  on  the  ground  that  the  im- 
ported materials  were  reported  by  the  Government  chemist  as  not  so  ap- 
pearing in  the  completed  article  ^*that  the  quantity  or  measure  thereof 
may  be  ascertained  by  chemical  analysis." 

It  now  appears,  however,  that  while  the  quantities  of  imported  sirup 
and  sugar  contained  in  the  exported  tobacco  can  not  be  ascertained,  the 
quantity  of  the  imported  licorice  paste  may  be  computed  with  suffi- 
cient accuracy  from  the  results  of  a  chemical  analysis  of  samples  of  the 
exported  tobacco,  and  consequently  that  there  is  no  legal  objection  to  the 
allowance  of  drawback,  under  section  25  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890, 
on  that  particular  material.  , 

It  appears  further  that  the  analysis  of  samples  of  the  various  kinds 
of  tobacdo  exported  under  said  entries  shows  that  the  quantities  of 
licorice  paste  stated  in  the  export  entries  are  in  no  case  excessive, 
but  are,  on  the  contrary,  considerably  less  than  the  quantities  actually 
used  in  the  sweetening,  which  fact  is  due  to  the  desiccation  of  the 
samples. 

You  are  therefore  herebv  authorized  to  issue  certificates  of  drawback 
for  the  quantities  of  licorice  paste  used  as  stated  in  the  entries. 

The  allowance  shall,  of  course,  be  subject  to  the  legal  deduction  of  1 
per  cent. 

Respectfully,  yours,  O.  L.  SPATJLDING, 

(7812/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 
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(13458.) 
Statement  of  actual  cost  of  imported  goods, 

Treasuby  Department,  November  14,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  28th  ultimo, 
relative  to  the  enforcement  of  its  circular  of  the  22d  of  September  last. 
No.  170,  as  to  the  ^^Btatement  of  actual  cost  of  imported  merchandise.'' 

In  regard  thereto,  I  have  to  say  that  the  matter*  was  carefuDy  con- 
sidered by  this  Department,  the  object  of  the  provisions  of  law  cover- 
ing invoices  being  to  remedy  defective  invoices  which  failed  under 
the  old  law  to  specify  the  net  price  |>cr  se  of  the  goods,  to  which  it  was 
customary  to  add  certain  specifications  of  charges  which  were  deduct- 
able  from  the  price  named. 

The  Department  feels  justified  in  issuing  the  instructions  contained 
in  said  circular  by  the  declaration  contained  in  the  decision  of  the 
Board  of  General  Appraisers  (G.  A.  1660),  and  in  insisting  upon  a 
clear  statement  from  the  importers  as  to  the  price  of  the  goods,  and  it 
is  not  considered  proper  or  reasonable  to  devolve  upon  the  custom^ 
officers  the  work  of  computations  to  discover  the  invoice  cost  of  the 
goods  named. 

The  Department  thinks  that  a  sufficient  notice  of  its  intention  to 
issue  this  circular  has  been  given  to  enable  importers  to  conform  their 
proceedings  thereto,  but  where  you  consider  it  proper,  you  may  allow 
entry  of  goods  on  pro  forma  invoices,  taking  bonds  to  produce  invoices 
in  conformity  with  the  above  regulations  of  the  Department.  The  cir- 
cular referred  to  will  go  into  effect  at  once. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

,0.  L.  SPAULDING. 

(1461^.)  Acting  Seerdary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 


(13459.) 
Circular. — Bntry  of  vessels  carryiiig  immigrants. 

Treasury  Department,  November  16,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  ot?ier  Officers  of  the  Customs : 

The  Department  has  received  authentic  assurance  that  the  danger  of 
cholera  infection  still  exists,  and  that  the  measures  of  precaution  which 
have  been  heretofore  observed  can  not  be  materially  relaxed  without 
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iiiiperiling  the  public  safety.  In  order  that  the  provisions  of  its  cir- 
cular, No.  150,  of  September  1, 1892,  shall  be  uniformly  applied,  officers 
having  supervision  over  the  arrival  of  vessels  are  instructed  as  follows : 

1.  The  Department  adheres  to  its  construction  of  the  term  'immi- 
grants'- as  used  in  Circular  No.  150,  and  holds  that  any  person  who  ar- 
rives from  his  home  in  a  foreign  country  with  the  intention  of  making 
a  permanent  settlement  here,  is  an  immigrant  within  the  terms  of  said 
cinnilar. 

2.  Experience  has  demonstrated  that  the  principal  danger  of  infection 
through  immigration  arises  from  passengers  brought  over  in  the  steer- 
age. The  crowding  of  immigrants  to  the  extreme  limits  of  the  steerage 
accommodations  of  many  of  the  ships,  the  considerable  quantity  and 
the  character  of  their  baggage  and  personal  eflFects,  and  the  consequent 
difficulty  of  maintaining  those  conditions  of  cleanliness  and  ventilation 
which  are  demanded  by  sanitary  laws,  are  among  the  causes  which 
create  special  danger  of  infection  from  the  class  of  immigrants  referred 
to.  These  perils  do  not  arise  from  the  transportation  of  passengers  in 
the  cabin,  and  the  Department  finds  no  occasion  to  interfere  with  the 
landing  of  the  latter  after  they  have  passed  the  inspection  of  local  hejilth 
authorities. 

3.  The  objections  to  the  unrestricted  admission  of  steerage  immigrants 
do  not  apply  to  vessels  in  which  the  steerage  is  occupied  by  the  limited 
number  of  citizens  and  residents  of  the  United  States  and  their  families 
^ho  are  likely  to  avail  themselves  of  the  cheaper  fares  aflfbrded  by 
steerage  tickets  in  returning  to  this  country. 

4.  No  vessel  bringing  foreign  immigrants  in  the  steerage  will  be  re- 
lieved from  the  restrictions  contained  in  Circular  No.  150.  Vessels 
bringing  no  such  steerage  passengers,  but  having  immigrants  on  board 
a.*^  cabin  passengers,  will  not  be  refused  entry  after  having  passed  the 
local  quarantine,  but  will  be  subject  to  the  regulations  contained  in  the 
following  instructions  addressed  to  the  Commissioner  of  ImiAigration 
ou  September  24  last : 

•'It  is  represented  that  you  have  informed  steamship  companies  that 
you  will  require  personal  examination  of  all  cabin  passengers  by  a  sur- 
geon, boarding  officer,  and  registry  clerks.  This  is  not  deemed  neces- 
sary, and  it  is  probable  that  you  are  misunderstood.  A  cursory  exam- 
ination of  the  cabin  passengers,  as  they  pass  experienced  officers  on 
leaving  the  ship,  will  be  sufficient.  You  will  only  detain  for  examina- 
tion such  foreigners  as  you  have  reason  to  believe,  from  such  examina- 
tion or  from  the  passenger  list,  are  removing  to  this  country  for  a  per- 
manent residence.  A  record  examination  of  all  cabin  passengers  is  not 
contemplated  by  any  instructions  of  the  Department.'' 

The  inspection  thus  provided  for  is  enforced  because  the  Department 
has  information  which  shows  that  pei'sons  of  the  prohibited  classes, 
notably  contract  laborers,  have  been  found  to  arrive  in  the  cabin  in 
attempted  evasion  of  the  law.  All  immigrants  coming  as  cabin  passen- 
gers will  be  compelled  to  undergo  the  required  examination,  which  is 
also  desirable  in  order  to  insure  the  collection  of  the  head  tax  on  pas- 
sengers not  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
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This  examination  does  not  necessarily  entail  any  detention  of  tJie  ves- 
sel, as  it  will  be  made  during  the  landing  of  the  pa&sengers,  but  all  im- 
migrants will  be  subjected  to  such  fui*ther  resti-aint  and  disinfecUou  a.«^ 
the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  may  consider  requisite,  and  any  bag- 
gage which  shall  appear  to  have  been  insufficiently  disinfected  shall, 
before  delivery,  be  disinfected  at  the  expense  of  the  consignees  of  the 
vessel. 

This  circular,  so  far  as  it  modifies  any  instructions  previously  issued, 
will  be  applied  to  all  vessels  sailing  from  foreign  ports  after  this  date. 

O.  L.  SPAULDIJSTG, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13460.) 

Reimportation  of  domestic  whiiky  in  bottles. 

Treasury  Department,  November  16, 1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  31st  ultimo, 
requesting  instructions  in  regard  to  the  reliquidation  of  a  certain 
entry  of  whisky  in  bottles. 

It  appears  that  duty  was  assessed  by  you  on  said  whisky  at  the  rate 
of  $2.50  per  gallon  and  3  cents  per  bottle,  as  if  it  were  foreign;  that 
the  importers  protested  against  such  decision  on  the  ground  that  the 
whisky  was  the  product  of  the  United  States,  exported  and  returned 
in  the  same  condition ;  and  that  the  Board  of  Greneral  Appraisers, 
finding  the  facts  to  be  as  claimed  by  the  protestant,  decided  that  the 
merchandise  is  entitled  to  free  entry  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
493  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  unless  it  was  subject  at  the  time  of 
exportation  to  internal-revenue  tax,  in  which  case  it  would  be  dutiable 
at  the  rate  equal  to  the  tax  under  the  provisions  of  section  22  of  said  act. 

As  no  other  than  tax-paid  whisky  can  be  legally  bottled  in  the  United 
States,  and  as  no  drawback  or  rebate  of  the  tax  is  allowed  on  the  ex- 
portation of  bottled  whisky,  the  provisions  of  said  section  22  have  no 
application  in  the  case. 

If  you  have  no  reason  to  suspect  that  the  whisky  in  question  was 

drawn  into  bottles  from  a  cask  which  escaped  payment  of  tax,  you  are 

authorized  to  grant  free  entry  in  accordance  with  the  decision  of  the 

board. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDLNTG, 

(2024^. )  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  San  Francisco^  Cal. 
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(13461.) 
Glass  botUes. 

Treasury  Department,  November  17,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  iq  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  the  president  of 
the  Board  of  General  Appraisers,  dated  New  York,  the  14th  instant, 
from  which  it  appears  that  at  your  port  **  green  and  colored,  molded 
or  pressed,  and  flint  and  lime  glass  bottles''  filled  with  goods  paying 
ad  valorem  duties  at  the  rates  of  25  per  cent  and  35  per  cent,  respec- 
tively, are  charged  only  the  rate  of  duty  put  upon  their  contents,  while 
under  the  decisions  of.  said  board  (G.  A.  151, 404, 975,  etc.)  the  proper 
rate  of  duty  on  said  bottles  is  40  per  cent  ad  valorem.  He  also  states 
that  the  question  involved  in  said  decisions  is  now  pending  in  the 
United  States  circuit  court  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York  on 
an  appeal  of  the  importers,  Salomon  &  Phillips.  , 

You  will  please  cause  the  practice  at  your  port  to  conform  to  the 

decisions  of  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  at  New  York  until  the 

question  is  finally  determined  by  the  courts. 

Eespectfully,  yours,  ' 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2070^.)  Acting  Secretai^, 

Collector  of  Customs,  Boston,  Mass. 


(13462.) 
Circular, — Sewarehousing  of  imported  merchandise. 

Treasury  Department,  November  18,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs: 

Hereafter  no  d^laration  will  be  required  on  the  rewarehousing  of 
imported  merchandise  which  has  been  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for 
transportation  to  a  port  of  delivery,  and  no  further  examination  of 
such  merchandise  will  be  made  at  such  port  than  may  be  necessary  for 
the  identification  of  the  goods,  except  as  hereinafter  provided.  (See 
articles  561-563,  Eegulations  of  1892.) 

Whenever  complaint  rhall  be  made  by  the  consignees  at  a  port  of 
delivery  of  error  or  injustice  in  the  original  appraisement,  the  collector, 
or  officer  acting  as  such,  may  direct  a  reappraisement  of  the  goods. 
Should  the  appraiser's  return  at  the  port  of  delivery  denote  a  value  or 
classification  different  from  that  reported  at  the  port  of  arrival,  sub- 

80 
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sequent  proceedings  will  be  in  accordance  with  article  566  of  the  Eegu- 
lations  of  1892. 

The  second  paragraph  of  article  625  and  the  last  paragraph  of  article 
627  of  the  Eegulations  of  1892  are  hereby  revok^d,  and  the  forms  of 
declaration  set  forth  in  articles  625,  626,  and  627  will  be  disregarded. 

O'.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13463.) 

Circular, — Disinfection  of  immigrants^  baggage  and  effects. 

Treasury  Department,  November  18,  1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other^  Offlcers  of  the  Customs : 

The  Depai'tment  has  been  advised  by  the  Supervising  Surgeon-Gen- 
eral of  the  Marine- Hospital  Service  that  cholera  infection  is  liable  to  In- 
communicated  by  personal  and  household  effects  which  do  not  arrive 
with  the  owners  but  are  consigned  to  them  from  abroad.  These  effects 
are  sometimes  intended  for  transportation  to  interior  ports  and  for  ex- 
amination thereat.  The  following  instructions  will  be  observed  by  all 
customs  oflBcers  having  supervision  of  such  importations. 

Whenever  personal  baggage  or  household  effects  which  do  not  ac- 
company the  owner  arrive  at  any  customs  port  from  a  country  in  which 
cholera  has  existed  at  any  time  during  the  present  calendar  jear,  such 
baggage  and  effects  shall,  before  delivery  for  transportation  or  other- 
wise, be  subjected  to  a  process  of  disinfection  according  to  one  of  the 
following  methods,  as  prescribed  in  Synopsis  12754: 

1.  ExJ)osure  for  not  less  than  one  hour  to  steam  of  a  temperature  of 
not  less  than  212°  and  not  more  than  239''  F. 

2.  Exposure  for  not  less  than  six  hours  to  sulphurous  acid  gas  made 
by  burning  not  less  than  3  pounds  of  rolled  sulphur  to  each  1,000  cubic 
feet  of  space.  • 

3.  Exposure  for  not  less  than  six  hours  to  an  atmosphere  contaiuiug 
3  per  cent  of  sulphurous  acid  gas  liberated  from  its  liquid  state  (liquid 
sulphur  dioxide). 

The  disinfection  must  be  accomplished  in  an  isolated  place  or  com- 
partment, and  the  articles  must  be  so  arranged  upon  i-acks  or  hooks 
as  to  be  fully  exposed  to  the  action  of  the  disinfectants.  To  avoid  the 
delay  incident  to  the  erection  of  steam  apparatus,  it  is  expected  iluit 
what  is  known  as  the  sulphur  process,  either  No.  2  or  No.  3,  will  be 
utilized. 
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The  expense  of  this  disinfectioD  must  be  borne  by  the  owner  or  con- 
signee of  the  efifecte. 

Collectors  and  cnstodians  will  assign  or  secure  proper  accommodations 
for  the  purposes  above  described  as  promptly  as  possible. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  8ecret<iry^ 


(13464.) 

Circidar. — Importation  of  counterfeit  coins,  etc, 

Treasuby  Department,  November  19,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs : 

The  attention  of  collectors  and  other  officers  of  the  customs  is  called 
to  the  provisions  of  the  annexed  act  of  Congress  approved  February 
10, 1891,  entitled  '*An  act  further  to  prevent  counterfeiting  or  manu- 
facture of  dies,  tools,  or  other  implements  used  in  counterfeiting,  and 
providing  penalties  therefor,  and  providing  for  the  issue  of  search  war- 
rants in  certain  cases.'' 

I 

It  will  be  observed  that  section  3  of  said  act  provides  ''That  every 
person  who  makes,  or  who  causes  or  procures  to  be  made,  or  who  brings 
into  the  United  States  from  any  foreign  country,  or  who  shall  have  in  pos- 
session with  intent  to  sell,  give  away,  or  in  any  other  manner  use  the 
same,  any  business  or  professional  card,  notice,  placard,  token,  device, 
print,  or  impression,  or  any  other  thing  whatsoever,  whether  of  metal 
or  its  compound  or  of  any  other  substance  whatsoever  in  likeness  or 
similitude,  as  to  design,  color,  or  the  inscription  thereon,  of  any  of  the 
coins  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  foreign  government,  that  have 
been  or  hereafter  may  be  issued  as  money,  either  under  the  authority  of 
the  United  States  or  under  the  authority  of  any  foreign  government, 
shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  punished  by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  one 
hundred  dollars.'' 

Those  officers  of  the  customs  who  have  charge  of  the  entry  and  ap- 
praisement of  imported  merchandise  are  specially  cautioned  to  guard 

against  any  infringement  of  said  law. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


AN  ACT  iurther  to  prevent  counterfeiting  or  manufacture  of  dies,  tools,  or  other  im- 
plements used  in  counterfeiting,  and  providing  penalties  therefor,  and  providing  for 
the  issue  of  search  warrants  in  cert^un  cases. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
^tes  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  every  person  who,  within 
the  United  States  or  any  Territory  thereof,  makes  any  die,  hub  or  mold, 
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either  of  steel  or  plaster,  or  any  other  substance  whatsoever  in  likeness 
or  similitude,  as  to  the  design  or  the  inscription  thereon,  of  any  die, 
hub,  or  mold  designated  for  the  coining  or  making  of  any  of  the  gen- 
uine gold,  silver,  nickel,  bronze,  copper  or  other  coins  of  the  United 
States  that  have  been  .or  hereafter  may  be  coined  at  the  mints  of  the 
United  States,  or  who  willingly  aids  or  assists  in  the  making  of  any 
such  die,  hub,  or  mold,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  who  causes  or  procures 
to  be  made  any  such  die,  hub,  or  mold,  or  any  part  thereof,  without 
authority  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  or 
other  proper  officer,  or  who  shall  have  in  his  possession  any  such  die, 
hub,  or  mold  with  intent  to  fraudulently  or  unlawfully  use  the  same,  or 
who  shall  permit  the  same  to  be  used  for  or  in  aid  of  the  counterfeiting 
of  any  of  the  coins  of  the  United  States  hereinbefore  mentioned  shall, 
upon  conviction  thereof,  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  fi\e 
thousand  dollars  and  by  imprisonment  at  hard  labor  not  more  than  ten 
years,  or  both,  at  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

Sec.  2.  That  every  person  who,  within  the  United  States  or  any 
Territory  thereof,  without  lawful  authority,  makes,  or  willingly  aids 
or  assists  in  making,  or  causes  or  procures  to  be  made,  any  die,  hub, 
or  mold,  either  of  steel  or  of  plaster,  or  of  any  other  substance  whatso- 
ever, in  the  likeness  or  similitude,  as  to  the  design  or  the  inscription 
thereon,  of  any  die,  hub,  or  mold  designated  for  the  coining  of  the  gen- 
uine coin  of  any  foreign  government,  or  who  conceals  or  shall  have  in 
possession  any  such  die,  hub,  or  mold  hereinbefore  mentioned,  witli 
intent  to  fraudulently  or  unlawfully  use  the  same  for  counterfeiting  any 
foreign  coin,  or  who  knowingly  suffers  the  same  to  be  fraudulently  used 
for  the  counterfeiting  of  any  foreign  coin  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof, 
be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  two  thousand  dollars  or  im- 
prisonment at  hard  labor  not  more  than  five  years,  or  both,  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  court. 

Sec.  3.  That  eveiy  person  who  makes,  or  who  causes  or  procures  to 
be  made,  or  who  brings  into  the  United  States  from  any  foreign  coun- 
try, or  who  shall  have  in  possession  with  intent  to  sell,  give  away,  or 
in  any  other  manner  use  the  same,  any  business  or  professional  card, 
notice,  placard,  token,  device,  print,  or  impression,  or  any  other  thing 
whatsoever,  whether  of  metal  or  its  compound  or  of  any  other  substance 
whatsoever,  in  likeness  or  similitude,  as  to  design,  color,  or  the  inscrip- 
tion thereon,  of  any  of  the  coins  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  foreign 
government,  that  have  been  or  hereafter  may  be  issued  as  money, 
either  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States  or  under  the  authority 
of  any  foreign  government  shall,  upon  conviction  thereof,  be  punished 
by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  one  hundred  dollars. 

Sec.  4.  That  all  counterfeits  of  any  of  the  obligations  or  other  se- 
curities of  the  United  States  or  of  any  foreign  government,  or  counter- 
feits of  any  of  the  coins  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  foreign  govern- 
ment, and  all  material  or  apparatus  fitted  or  intended  to  betted,  orthat 
shall  have  been  used,  in  the  making  of  any  of  such  counterfeit  obligations 
or  other  securities  or  coins  hereinbefore  mentioned,  tliat  shall  be  found 
in  the  possession  of  any  person  without  authority  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  or  other  proper  officer  to  have  the  same,  shall  be  taken 
possession  of  by  any  authorized  agent  of  the  Treasury  Department  and 
forfeited  to  the  United  States,  and  disposed  of  in  any  manner  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  may  direct. 

Sec.  5.  That  the  several  judges  of  courts  established  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  and  the  commissioners  of  such  courts  may,  upon 
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proper  oath  or  affirmation,  within  their  respective  jurisdictions,  issue 
a  search  warrant  authorizing  any  marshal  of  the  United  States,  pr  any 
other  person  specially  mentioned  in  such  warrant,  to  enter  any  house, 
store,  building,  boat,  or  other  place  named  in  such  warrant,  in  the  day- 
time only,  in  which  there  shall  appear  probable  cause  for  believing  that 
the  manufacture  of  counterfeit  money,  or  the  concealment  of  counterfeit 
nioaey,  or  the  manufacture  or  concealment  of  counterfeit  obligations  or 
coins  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  foreign  government,  or  the  man- 
ufacture or  concealment  of  dies,  hubs,  molds,  plates,  or  other  things 
fitted  or  intended  to  be  used  for  the  manufacture  ot*  counterfeit  money, 
coins,  or  obligations  of  the  United  States  or  of  any  foreign  government, 
or  of  any  bank  doing  business  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States 
or  of  any  State  or  Territory  thereof,  or  of  any  bank  doing  business  under 
the  authority  of  any  foreign  government  or  of  any  i)olitical  division 
of  liny  foreign  government,  is  being  carried  on  or  practiC/Cd,  and  there 
search  for  any  such  counterfeit  money,  coins,  dies,  hubs,  molds,  plates, 
and  other  things,  and  for  any  such  obligations,  and  if  any  such  be  found, 
to  seize  and  secure  the  same  and  to  make  return  thereof  to  the  proper 
authority  ;  and  all  such  counterfeit  money,  coins,  dies,  hubs,  molds, 
plates,  and  other  things  and  all  such  counterfeit  obligations  so  seized 
shall  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States. 


(13465.) 
Itraichack  on  electrical  cocploders  and  Hasting  caps. 

Treasury  Department,  November  21,  1892. 

Sir:  On  the  exportation  of  ^* electric  exploders''  and  *' blasting 
caps''  manufactured  in  the  United  States,  and  ^'charged"  or  **filled" 
>nth  imported  fulminate  of  mercury,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal 
in  amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  the  imported  fulminate  less  the  legal 
deduction  of  1  per  cent. 

The  entry  under  which  the  merchandise  is  to  be  inspected  and  laden 
shall  sliow,  separately,  the  number  of  packages  of  each  kind  or  variety 
of  caps  or  exploders,  and  the  number  of  caps  or  exploders  in  each 
package. 

The  manufacturer's  declaration  on  the  drawback  entry  must,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  usual  averments,  show,  separately,  the  quantity  of  fulmi- 
nate of  mercury  in  condition  as  imported  used  in  the  manufacturje  oi 
each  kind^nd  variety  of  the  exported  article,  and  specify  the  kind  and 
quantity  of  other  materials,  if  any,  added  to  the  imported  material 
used  in  *' filling"  or  ** charging"  the  completed  caps  or  exploders. 

Samples  shall  be  taken  by  the  inspecting  officer,  as  ordered  by  the 
collector,  to  be  submitted  to  the  appraiser  for  verification  of  the  state- 
ments of  the  manufacturer  and  exporter. 

Respectfully,  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

'  (507  g.)  Act  ing  Seer  eta  ry. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  TorJe. 
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(13466.) 

Amended  rule  (4)  governing  dockage  of  foreign  steam  vessels. 

Treasury  Depabtmext, 
Office  Supervising  Inspector- General  Steaniboat-Inspection  Service, 

Washington,  D.  0.,  November  21, 1892. 

Gentlemen  :  Enle  4,  Rules  and  Eegulatdons  for  the  Inspection  of 
Foreign  Steam  Vessels,  has  been  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

Rule  4.  Special  inspectors  will,  before  granting  the  annual  certifi- 
cate of  inspection  to  any  foreign  steam  vessel,  unless  specially  directed 
to  the  contrary  by  the  Supervising  Inspector- General,  require  snch 
vessel  to  be  placed  in  dock,  so  that  aU  parts  of  the  hull  may  be  properly 
examined  j  or  that  the  owners  or  agents  thereof  shall  furnish  a  duly 
authenticated  certificate  or  other  satisfactory  evidence  that  the  vessel 
has  been  docked  within  the  previous  twelve  months  under  the  direction 
of  the  underwriters  or  of  the  agents  or  officers  of  any  foreign  govern- 
ment authorized  by  law  to  make  examinations  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  hulls  of  steam  vessels,  such  certificate,  or  a  copy  thereof,  to  be  kept 
on  the  files  of  the  inspectors  :  Provided,  however,  That  Canadian  steam 
vassels  whose  navigation  is  confined  wholly  to  the  fresh-water  lakes 
and  rivers  contiguous  to  the  United  States  shall  only  be  required,  ex- 
traordinary circumstances  excepted,  to  be  docked  once  in  three  years, 
the  fact  of  snch  dockage  to  be  verified  in  the  manner  as  above  pro- 
vided lor. 

When  foreign  steamers  are  to  be  docked  in  American  ports  masters 
or  agents  must  notify  the  special  inspectors  in  advance  of  such  dock- 
age, so  that  they  may  be  present  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  proper 
examinations.  A  failure  to  comply  with  this  r^ulation  may  subject 
the  steamer  to  be  redocked,  unless  the  special  inspectors  are  otherwise 

satisfied  of  her  good  condition. 

JAS.  A.  DUMONT, 

Supervising  Inspector- General. 
Approved : 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 
To  U.  S.  Inspectors  of  Foreign  Steam  Vessels. 


(13467.) 
Supplies  for  war  vessels — Sium,  Brazil,  and  Salvador, 

Treasury  Department,  November  21,  1892. 

Sir  :  Eeferriug  to  the  Department's  circular  of  August  10,  1892, 
(Synopsis  13111),  specifying  certain  countries  which  extend  the  privi- 
lege to  the  war  vessels  of  the  United  States  of  purchasing  supplies  from 
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public  warehoases,  duty  free,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  Department 

is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  under  date  of  the 

16th  instant,  with  copies  of  disx)atche6  from  our  ministers  to  Brazil  and 

Salvador,  and  the  consul-general  to  Siam,  from  which  it  appears  that  a 

similar  privilege  is  extended  to  vessels  of  war  of  the  United  States  in 

the  ports  of  those  countries. 

EespectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2136  d.)  Actiiig  Secretary. 

QoLLEcrroK  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13468.) 

Circular. — Goatskins. 

Treasury  Department,  November  22,  1892. 

Ho  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs : 

The  Department  having  appointed  a  committee  to  prepare  cabinets 
of  samples  of  goatskins  for  the  guidance  of  appraisers  at  ports  where 
such  skins  are  imported,  and  having  directed  that  the  cabinets  should 
consist  of  the  following  samples,  viz,  shearlings  with  the  hair  grown  to 
the  extreme  length  entitled  to  free  entity ;  skins  of  a  cross-blood  goat  of 
partial  Angora  blood,  representing  the  extreme  degree  of  Angora  blood 
that  may  be  entitled  to  free  entry,  and  skins  representing  the  diflFerent 
degree  of  blood,  varying  lengths  of  Angoi^a  hair,  and  different  weights 
of  pelts,  the  following  report  of  such  committee  has  been  received,  and 
is  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  customs  oflScers,  viz : 

Class  1 :  Shearling  grown  to  the  extreme  length  entitled  to  free  entry. 

Class  2 :  Skin  of  a  cross-blood  goat  of  partial  Angora  blood,  represent- 
ing the  extreme  degree  of  Angora  blood  that  may  be  entitled  to  free 
entrj'. 

Class  3 :  Cape  Angora,  dutiable. 

Class  4 :  Cape  Angora,  dutiable. 

Class  5 :  Cape  Angora,  dutiable. 

Class  6 :  Cape  Angora,  dutiable. 

Class  7 :  Superior  Cape  Angora,  dutiable. 

Class  8 :  Turkey  Angora,  dutiable. 

Class  9 :  Heavy  Turkey  Angora,  dutiable. 

Class  10 :  Turkey  and  Cape  Angora  kid,  dutiable. 

Having  established  the  foregoing  standard,  eleven  skins  each,  of 
Classes  Nos.  3  to  10,  inclusive,  were  select^nl,  four  of  which  were  set 
apart  for  pulling ;  care  being  taken  to  select  skins  that  were  as  nearly 
as  possible  duplicates  in  every  way.  The  gross  weight  of  each  class  of 
these  skins  was  ascertained  and  they  were  then  sent  to  a  puller  and 
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were  pulled  in  the  presence  of  the  committee.  The  hair  was  careMly 
preserved,  dried,  and  weighed,  and  the  percentage  of  hair  ascertained. 
The  weight  of  the  four  skins  in  each  class  and  the  weight  of  the  hair 
was  averaged  to  represent  the  weight  of  one  skin  and  its  hair. 

The  following  table  shows  the  average  gross  weight  of  a  skin  before 
pulling,  the  weight  of  the  hair,  and  the  percentage  of  hair,  which 
weights  and  percentages  are  marked  on  the  back  of  each  skin. 

Sample  No.  1 :  Shearling  grown  to  the  extreme  length  entitled  to  free 
entry. 

Sample  No.  2 :  Skin  of  a  cross-blood  goat  of  partial  Angora  blood 
representing  the  extreme  degree  of  Angora  blood  that  may  be  entitled 
to  free  entry. 


Sample  No. — 


3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 


Gross  weight.     Weight  of  hair.       ^  j. 


Lb8. 
3 
3 
4 
5 
6 
6 
8 
3 


Oz. 
8 

12 
8 
0 
8 
6 

10 
0 


Lbs, 

Oz. 

Per  cent. 

1 

2 

32 

1 

9 

4-2 

2 

1 

45 

2 

10 

5.5 

3 

7 

.53 

4 

9 

71 

5 

5 

62 

2 

4 

75 

It  should  be  stated  that  the  skins  contained  in  the  cabinets  have  been 
dressed  for  the  purpose  of  preservation  and  are  not,  therefore,  in  the 
same  condition  as  imported,  being  much  cleaner  and  fi*ec  from  salt. 

Attention  is  also  invited  to  the  fact  that  sample  No.  9,  representing 
a  heavy  Turkey  Angora  skin,  is  a  large  and  complete  skin  having  the 
legs  and  hoofs  on,  and  is  imported  for  the  purpose  of  making  into  nigs. 
The  apparent  discrepancy  between  the  percentage  of  hair  on  sample- 
Nos.  8  and  9  is  therefore  accounted  for  by  the  additional  weight  of  the 
legs  and  hoofs  on  the  latter. 

The  cabinets  prepared  by  the  committee  have  been  deposited  at  the 

ports  of  New  York,  Boston,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  San  Francisco. 

and  Wilmington  (Del.),  and  collectors  and  other  chief  oificers  of  the 

customs  at  ports  not  supplied  with  cabinets  of  such  samples,  and  iit 

which  goatskins  may  be  imported,  will  please  apply  for  information 

concerning  the  classification  of  such  skins,  to  the  nearest  collector  of 

customs  having  custody  of  a  cabinet. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING,  ' 

Acting  Secretary, 


(134^9.) 

* 

Church  windows. 

Treasury  Department,  November  23,  1892. 

Sir  :  I  inclose  herewith,  for  your  information  and  guidance,  a  copy 
of  a  decision  rendered  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  on  the  Tth 
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of  September,  1892,  in  the  case  of  the  TJnited  States  v.  Edward  W. 
Perry  et  aL,  involving  the  classification  of  ^'stained  glass  windows 
containing  effigies  of  saints  and  other  representations  of  biblical  sub- 
jects," imported^  in  November,  1890,  claimed  by  the  importers  to  be 
free  of  duty,  under  -paragraph  677  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  and 
classified  by  the  collector  as  painted  glass  windows,  etc.,  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  122  of  said  act,  dutiable  at  the  rate  of  45  per 
cent  ad  valorem. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  Supreme  Court  reversed  the  decision  of 
the  circuit  court,  and  sustained  that  of  the  collector,  the  language  of 
the  court  being  in  part  as  follows :  '*  If  the  question  in  this  case  rested 
solely  upon  the  language  of  paragraph  677,  doubtless  these  imi^orta- 
tions  would  be  exempted  as  paintings  imported  for  religious  purposes; 
but  as,  by  paragraph  757,  pictorial  paintings  on  glass,  a  more  specific 
designation,  are  again  exempted,  and  stained  glass  windows  are  ex- 
cepted and  taken  out  of  this  exempltion,  we  think  the  intent  of  Congress 
must  be  gathered  from  the  language  of  the  latter  paragraph  rather 
than  the  former.  (Eobertson  v.  Clendenning,  132  U.  S.,  158.)  Par- 
ticularly is  this  so  in  view  of  the  fact  that,  by  paragraph  122,  a  duty  is 
levied  upon  *  stained  or  painted  window  glass  and  stained  or  painted 
glass  windows'  eo  nomine.  The  use  for  which  the  importations  are 
made  in  each  case  is  much  the  same.  The  fact  that  these  articles  are 
advertised  and  known  to  the  trade  as  painted  or  stained  glass  windows 
is  an  additional  reason  for  supposing  that  Congress  intended  to  subject 
them  to  a  duty." 

Yon  will  be  governed  accordingly  in  the  assessment  of  duty  on  mer- 
chandise of  this  character. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(6273/. )  Acting  8ea'etary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13470.) 

Animah  for  breeding  pur jyoses — Michigan  lAncoln  Sheep  Breeders^  Associa- 

tion. 

Treasury  Department,  November*  23,  1892. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  circular  of  the  Department,  No.  66,  of  May  2, 
1892,  in  regard  to  the  importation  of  animals  for  breeding  purposes, 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  482  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  I 
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have  to  state  that,  upon  the  reeommendalion  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, under  the  provisions  of  the  act  approved  July  6,  1892  (27  Stat, 
80),  the  Register  of  the  Michigan  Lincoln  Sheep  Breeders'  Asgociation 
is  added  to  the  list  of  books  given  in  said  circular  ^m  which  certi- 
ficates of  pedigree  may  issue. 

You  will  be  governed  accordingly  in  the  matter  of  the  importation 
of  sheep  at  your  port. 

Respectfally,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(6842/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13471.) 
Drawbdck  on  bolts. 


Treasury  Department,  November  23, 1892. 

Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  bolts,  with  nuts  of  domestic  materials  at- 
tached, manufactured  by  A.  M.  Hayden,  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  from  im- 
ported Norway  iron,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal  in  amount  to  the 
duty  paid  on  the  imported  iron  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  bolts,  less 
the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 

The  quantity  of  the  imported  iron  so  used  shall  be  determined  by  de- 
ducting from  the  total  weight  of  the  exported  bolts  and  nuts,  as  ascer- 
tained by  the  United  States  weigher,  the  weight  of  the  nuts  attached 
to  the  several  sizes  of  bolts,  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  following 
schedule  : 


Sizes  of  bolts. 


A-inch  7  pounds. 

^-inch 12  pounds. 

ft-inch :  20  pounds. 


Weig^ht  of  nuts 
per  1,000. 


Sizes  of  bolts. 


5^inch . 
^incb.. 


Weinrht  of  DOts 
per  1,000. 

30  pounds. 
M  pounds. 


The  drawback  entry  must  specify  the  number  of  each  size  of  bolts 
exported. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(2071  g, )  Acting  Seeretari/. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
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(13472.) 

i 
Copper  rollers. 

Treasury  Department,  November  23,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  26th  of  Sep- 
tember last,  from  the  tTnited  States  attorney  for  the  southern  district 
of  Xew  York,  in  which  he  reports  that  on  the  20th  of  July  last  the 
circait  conrt  of  appeals  for  his  district  handed  down  a  decision  affirm- 
ing the  judgment  of  the  United  States  circuit  court  in  the  action  of 
King  V,  Magone  (N.  S.  13233),  involving  the  classification  of  certain 
copi)er  rollers  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York. 

The  history  of  the  case  appeara  to  be  that  during  the  year  1888ythe 
plaintiffs,  William  King  et  al,,  imported  from  Manch^ter,  England, 
certain  copper  rollers  5  feet  long  and  18J  inches  long,  used  for  printing 
oil  cloths,  which  were  classified  by  the  collector  as  unenumerated  manu- 
factures of  metal,  dutiable  at  the  rate  of  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  216  of  the  act  of  March  3, 1883,  and  claimed 
by  the  defendants  to  be  dutiable  at  the  rate  only  of  35  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem, under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  186  of  the  said  act  as  "manu- 
factures of  copper,  or  of  which  copper  shall  be  a  component  of  chief 
value,  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for,"  who  duly  protested 
and  appealed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  under  the  provisions  of 
section  2931  of  the  Eevised  Statutes,  the  decision  of  the  collector,  how- 
ever, being  affirmed  bj'  the  Department ;  that  suit  was  brought  under 
said  provision  of  law,  and  the  case  tried  in  the  circuit  court  at  New 
York  in  November,  1890,  with  a  result  in  favor  of  the  parties,  where- 
npon  the  case  was  taken  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  by  writ 
of  error,  and  being  relegated  to  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  ap- 
I>eals,  since  established  (26  Stat.,  826),  the  decision  of  the  lower  court, 
as  before  stated,  is  now  affirmed. 

The  language  of  the  court  was  as  follows : 

The  question  in  this  case  is  whether  certain  manufactured  articles, 
composed  wholly  of  copper,  being  rollers  for  use  in  printing  patterns, 
were  dutiable  under  the  copper  clause  of  Schedule  C  of  the  tariff  act 
of  March  3, 1883,  **  metals,''  or  the  residuary  clause.  The  former  reads 
as  follows:  *^ Copper,  in  rolled  plates  called  braziers'  copper,  sheets, 
rofls,  pipes,  and  copper  bottoms,  and  all  manufactures  of  copper,  or  of 
which  copper  shall  be  a  component  of  chief  value,  not  specially  enu- 
merated or  provided  for  in  this  act,  35  per  cent  ad  valorem."  The 
residuary  clause  reads  as  follow  s  :  ^ '  Manufactures,  articles,  or  wares  not 
specially  enumerated  or  provided  for  in  this  act,  composed  wholly  or 
ill  part  of  iron,  steel,  copper,  lead,  nickel,  pewter,  tin,  zinc,  gold, 
.silver,  platinum,  or  any  other  metal,  and  whether  partly  or  wholly 
manufactured,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem." 
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We  have  no  difficulty  in  reaching  the  conclusion  that  the  copper 
rollers  were  dutiable  under  the  copper  clause  instead  of  under  the  re- 
siduary clause  of  Schedule  C. 

The  copper  clause  is  reproduced  from  the  preexisting  tariff  act.  ex- 
cept that  the  rat€  of  duty  is  reduced  from  45  to  35  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
while  the  residuary  clause  increases  the  duties  imposed  by  the  pre- 
existing act  on  all  unenumerated  metal  articles  from  35  per  cent  ad 
valorem  to  45  per  cent.  Thus  it  was  manifestly  the  intention  of  Con- 
gress, while  increasing  the  duties  on  metal  articles  generally,  to  re- 
duce those  on  manufactures  of  copper,  or  of  which  copper  is  the  com- 
ponent of  chief  value.  The  intention  to  create  an  exception  in  favor  of 
copper  articles  would  be  frustrated  by  treating  the  residuary  clause  its 
the  operative  one. 

The  settled  rule  of  statutory  construction  is  that  general  legislation 
must  give  way  to  special  legislation  on  the  same  subject,  whether  the 
provisions  are  found  in  the  same  statute  or  in  different  statutes ;  and 
general  provisions  must  be  interpreted  so  as  to  embrace  only  cases  to 
w  hich  the  special  provisions  are  not  applicable.  (Churchill  v.  Crease,  5 
Bing.,  189  ;  State  v.  Clark,  25  N.  J.  Law,  228  ;  Long  v.  Gulp,  14  Kans.. 
412;  Felt  V.  Felt,  19  Wis.,  193;  State  v.  Trenton,  28  N.  J.  Law,  (54: 
Townsend  v.  Little,  109  U.  S.,  504.)  Applying  this  rule  of  construc- 
tion, the  residuary  clause,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  copper  articles,  can  be 
read  so  as  to  subject  to  the  duty  of  45  per  cent  all  metal  articles  nor 
specially  enumerated  in  w^hich  copper  is  not  a  component  of  chief  value- 
It  is  a  drag-net  clause,  framed  to  embrace  all  metal  articles  not  else- 
where in  Schedule  C  subjected  to  duty. 

The  provision  of  the  act  of  1883,  declaring  that  if  two  or  more  rates 
of  duty  are  applicable  to  any  imported  article  **it  shall  be  classified 
for  duty  under  the  highest  of  such  rates,"  has  no  application  to  the 
present  case,  because,  under  the  correct  construction  of  the  two  clauses, 
the  importations  in  suit  are  subject  to  the  duty  of  35  j)er  cent  ad  valoit^m. 

In  view  of  the  above,  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  take  measures  for 
refunding  the  excess  of  duty  exacted  in  this  case,  and  you  will  apply 
this  decision  to  all  similar  cases  pending  at  your  port  where  the  re- 
quirements of  law  as  to  protest,  appeal,  institution  of  suit,  etc.,  havi- 
been  duly  complied  with. 

Respectfullv,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(6360/. )  Acting  Secf^eta  ry. 

CoLT.ECTOR  or  CUSTOMS,  New  York. 


(13473.) 

Discontinuing  privileges  accorded  under  bond  of  New  York  Steamship  Cvm- 

pany  approved  July  6,  1891. 

Treasury  Department,  November  25,  1892. 

Sir:  The  Department  hi\s  received  your  letter  of  the  22d  instant,  in 
•relation  to  the  bond,  approved  July  6,  1891,  of  the  New  York  Steam 
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ship  Company  as  a  common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of  appraised 
merchandise  in  bond  by  vessels  owned  or  controlled  by  said  company 
and  plying  coastwise.  As  it  appears  from  your  letter  that  the  com- 
pany named  has  ceased  to  exist,  the  privileges  accorded  under  the 
bond  referred  to  are  hereby  discontinued. 

You  will  note  the  fact  and  date  of  the  discontinuance  upon  the  copy 
of  the  bond  approved,  as  above  stated,  July  6,  1891,  now  in  your  po%- 
session  and  retain  the  same,  without  cancellation,  to  meet  any  liability 
which  may  have  accrued  thereunder. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary, 
CoLLECTOK  OF  CUSTOMS,  New  York, 


(13474.) 
Austrian  florin. 

Treasury  Department,  November  26,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  18th  instant 
relative  to  the  preparation  of  applications  to  the  United  States  circuit 
court  for  a  review  of  the  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers 
in  certain  seventeen  cases  involving  the  question  of  the  valuation  of 
the  Austrian  florin. 

It  appears  that  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  reversed  your  action 
in  e^imating  the  value  of  the  Austrian  florin  at  48. 2  cents,  and  sustained 
the  claim  of  the  protestants  that  the  value  of  such  florin  should  be  esti- 
mated at  32  cents,  and  that  the  decisions  of  the  board  are  based  upon 
the  following  finding^  of  fact,  viz  :  (1)  That  the  invoice  value  is  given 
in  paper  florins ;  (2)  that  the  paper  florin  is  equal  to  the  silver  florin ; 
(3;  that  the  silver  florin  is  the  standard  coin  of  Austria-Hungary ;  and 
<4)  that  the  value  of  such  standard  coin  is  proclaimed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  the  circular  of  July  1,  1892,  to  be  32  cents. 

In  compliance  with  your  request  for  an  expression  of  the  Depart- 
ment's views  in  regard  to  the  question  at  issue,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
second,  third,  and  fourth  of  the  above-noted  findings  of  the  board  are 
deemed  to  be  erroneous,  because  they  are  not  in  accordance  with  the 
facts  established  by  reports  of  our  consular  officers  in  Austria- Hungary, 
a^shown  by  letters  communicated  to  you  from  time  to  time,  nor  with  the 
plain  meaning  of  said  circular  of  July  1, 1892.  As  a  matter  of  fact  the 
paper  florin  is  not  equal  in  value  to  the  silver  florin,  viewed  as  a  coin  con- 
taining only  32  cents'  worth  of  silver,  but  is  equal  thereto  merely  as  a 
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current  unit  of  account,  both  unite  having  now  in  exchange  for  gold  a 
value,  as  decreed  by  the  Parliament  of  Austria-Hungary,  of  40.6  cents 
each.  The  silver  florin  of  Austria  Hungary,  which  once  was  a  stand- 
ard coin  whose  standard  value  was  equal  to  48.2  cents  in  gold,  is  do 
longer  a  standard,  and  its  value  is  not  proclaimed  by  the  said  circular 
of  July  1,  1892,  as  that  of  the  actual  standard  of  that  country,  but  only 
as  that  of  the  nominal  standard. 

The  recognition  of  any  other  than  actual  standard  coins  of  any  foreign 
country  for  purposes  of  fixing  the  dutiable  value  of  importe,  would  in- 
evitably lead,  as  in  the  pending  cases,  to  a  result  entirely  at  variance 
with  the  true  intent  and  purpose  of  our  customs  law,  which  imposes 
duties  on  the  actual  and  not  on  the  fictitious  foreign  market  values  of 
importe,  and  would  in  the  present  instance  award  a  bounty  to  importers 
whose  invoices  are  made  out  in  paper  florins. 

The  Director  of  the  Mint  by  his  circular  of  July  1,  1892,  did  not  pro- 
claim a  standard  coin  of  Austria-Hungary,  but  took  the  precaution,  iu 
referring  to  silver  as  the  nominal  standard,  to  constitute  as  part  of  the 
text  a  footnote  declaring  paper  to  be  the  actual  standard,  **tlie  depre- 
ciation of  which  is  measured  by  the  gold  standard."  It  is  therefore 
wrong  to  cite  this  circular  as  an  authority  for  measuring  the  depreeia 
tion  of  paper  by  comparison  with  silver. 

Eespectfullv,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

'  (1201^.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of. Customs,  New  York, 

(13475.) 
Drawback  on  petroleum  barrels. 

Treasury  Department,  November'  26.  1S92. 

Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  petroleum  barrels  manufactured  by  the 
Tide- Water  Oil  C'ompany  of  New  York  City,  and  bound  with  hoop-^ 
made  from  imported  hoop  steel,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  eiiual  in 
amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  the  steel  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
hoops,  less  the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 

The  quantity  of  steel  so  used  shall  be  determined  by  allowing  11 ; 
pounds  for  each  barrel  bound  with  hoops  of  dimensions  and  gauge  a*^ 
follows:  Two  head  hoops,  13  inches  wide.  691  inches  long,  No.  16  wire 
gauge;  two  quarter  hoops,  li  inches  wide,  73Hncheslong,  No.  17  win* 
gauge;  two  bilge  hoops,  It  inches  wide,  80 J  inches  long,  No.  16  wire 
gauge. 
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The  entry  nnder  which  the  merchandise  is  to  be  inspected  and  laden 
must  state  the  number,  measnrements,  and  gauge  of  each  variety  of 
hoops  on  the  barrels,  which  statement  shall  be  verified  by  the  inspect- 
ing officer.  The  manufacturer's  statement  must  show  separately  the 
quantity  of  each  variety  of  material  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
hoops. 

Bespectfully,  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1635^.)  Acting  JSecretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13476.) 
Pens,  drawback  on. 

Tkeasuby  Department,  November  26,  1892. 

Sib  :  On  the  exportation  of  steel  pens  manufactured  by  the  Ester- 
brook  Steel  Pen  Manufacturing  Company,  of  Camden,  N.  J.,  from  im- 
ported sheet  steel,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  equal  in  amount  to  the 
duty  paid  on  the  sheet  steel  used  in  the  manufacture  less  the  legal  de- 
duction of  1  per  cent. 

The  quantity  of  the  imported  material  so  used  shall  be  determined 
by  adding  to  the  net  weight  of  the  exported  pens,  as  found  by  the 
United  States  weigher,  50  per  cent  of  such  net  weight. 

The  entry  under  which  the  merchandise  is  to  be  inspected  and  laden 
must  show  the  kind  and  quantity  in  each  box  or  carton  and  the  gross 
and  pet  weight  of  the  same ;  and  the  manufacturer's  declaration  on  the 
entry  must  show  that  the  pens  are  of  the  kinds  and  weights  and  were 
manufactured  by  the  process  specified  in  their  sworn  statement  dated 
September  15,  1891, 

.  Eespectfully,  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1547^.)  Acting  Secretary. 

C0LX.ECT0R  OF  Custom^,  New  York. 


(13477.) 

(Hrctdar. — Samples  representing  goods  covered  by  protests  to  be  furnished 

Board  of  General  Appraisers. 

Treasury  Department,  Ncvember  28,  1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs : 

Complaint  having  been  made  by  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers 
that  considerable  diflSculty  is  experienced  by  them  in  the  considera- 
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tion  of  protests  involving  questions  of  fact,  by  reason  of  the  absence  of 
properly  verified  samples  of  the  importations  covered  by  such  protests, 
you  are  directed  to  require  of  importers  filing  protests  of  this  character 
that  they  supply  you  within  a  short  period,  say  five  days,  after  filing 
the  protests  with  samples  of  the  merchandise  covered  thereby.  The 
samples  shall  be  verified  by  the  officer  who  is  immediately  responsible 
for  the  classification  against  which  the  protests  are  filed,  and  shall  be 
transmitted  to  the  boai-d  at  the  same  time  as  the  protests  to  which  they 
belong. 

Exceptions  to  this  rule  may  be  made  in  cases  where  the  appraiser 
has  already  in  his  possession  sufficient  samples  to  answer  the  purpose; 
where  the  question  involved  is  one  of  law,  and  does  not  necessitate 
the  inspection  of  samples  by  the  board ;  and  where  the  merchandise  is 
heavy,  bulky,  or  otherwise  of  such  character  as  to  be  unsuited  for 
transmission  through  the  mails  or  by  express,  without  considerable  ex- 
pense. In  the  last-named  class  of  cases  the  report  of  the  collector  or 
appraising  officer  should  contain  a  full  and  accurate  description  of  the 
merchandise. 

In  transmitting  liquids,  chemicals,  and  fragile  articles,  great  care 
should  be  exercised  in  the  packing,  so  that  the  articles  may  not  be 
broken,  spilled,  or  damaged  in  transit,  and  in  sending  samples  by  ex- 
press, the  charges  should  always  be  prepaid. 

In  sending  samples  of  textile  fabrics  of  which  small  pieces  are  readily 
obtainable,  the  samples  may  be  attached  to  the  papers,  and  in  most 
cases  need  not  be  larger  than  3i  by  8  inches.  Samples  should  be  so 
marked  as  to  assure  their  being  readily  identified  with  the  protests  to 
which'  they  belong. 

In  carrying  out  the  instructions  of  this  circular,  customs  officers  are 

expected  to  exercise  a  reasonable  discretion,  so  as  to  avoid  needlc$> 

expense. 

,    O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


(13478.) 
Approving  comnwn- carrier  bond  of  the  Maine  Central  Bailroad  Company, 

Treasury  Department,  November  28,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant 
transmitting  the  bond  in  duplicate  of  the  Maine  Central  Bailroad  Com- 
pany as  a  common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of  dutiable  appraised 
merchandise  and  merchandise  in  transit  to,  from,  and  through  the  Do- 


1197 

minion  of  Canada,  said  bond  being  in  lieu  of  that  of  the  company 
named  approved  September  15,  1884.  The  bond  is  hereby  approved 
and  one  copy  thereof  herewith  inclosed,  to  be  placed  upon  the  files  of 
yoar  office. 

Under  its  bond  the  company  named  is  authorized  to  transport  ap- 
praised merchandise  in  bond  between  any  places  in  the  United  States 
which  have  been  or  may  hereafter  be  designated  by  law  as  ports  of 
entry  or  delivery,  and  merchandise  to,  from,  and  in  transit  through 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  in  the  following  manner,  viz :  In  suitable 
cars  owned  or  controlled  bj'  the  said  company  and  running  over  such 
connecting  lines  of  railroad  as  may  be  necessary  to  reach  the  port  or 
ports  of  destination  named  in  the  entry  and  manifest  in  each  partic- 
ular case.  In  every  instance  where  other  cars  than  those  owned  by 
said  company  are  used,  they  shall  be  distinctly  marked  "Maine  Cen- 
tral Railroad  Company." 

You  will  note  the  fact  and  date  of  the  rebonding  of  the  company 

upon  the  copy  of  the  bond  approved,  as  above  stated,  September  15, 

1884,  and  retain  the  same  in  your  possession  without  cancellation,  to 

meet  any  liability  that  may  have  accrued  thereunder. 

Respectfully,  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 
Collector  of  Customs,  Portland^  Me. 


(13479.) 

Drawback  on  decorated  porcelain  lamp  shades. 

Tbeastjby  Department,  November  30,  1892. 
Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  decorated  lamp  shades,  manufactured  by 
Clark  Brothers  Lamp,  Brass,  and  Copper  Company,  of  Trenton,  N.  J., 
from  imported  plain  porcelain  shades,  by  transferring  to  and  painting 
on  the  plain  shades  decorative  or  ornamental  designs,  and  fixing  the 
same  in  the  body  of  the  glass  by  means  of  heat,  a  drawback  w  ill  be 
allowed  equal  in  amount  to  the  duty  paid  on  the  imported  shades  less 
the  legal  deduction  of  1  per  cent. 

The  entry  under  which  the  merchandise  is  to  be  inspected  and  laden 
for  export  must  describe  the  decorated  shades  by  specifying  the  diam- 
eters and  such  other  dimensions  as  appear  on  the  invoice  under  which 
the  plain  shades  were  imported,  which  description  must  be  verified  by 
the  inspecting  officer.  In  the  manufacturers'  certificate  the  plain 
shades  must  be  identified  by  sizes,  numbers,  and  measurements  as  de- 
scribed in  the  import  invoice. 

Eespectfully,  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(1897  g. )  A  ding  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
81 


1198 

(13480.) 

[Omitted  from  September  Decisions.] 

Oirctdar. — Statement  of  actual  cost  of  iviported  merchandise, 

Treasuby  Department,  September  22,  1892. 

To  Collectors  and  other  Officei's  of  the  Customs : 

The  Department  has  information  which  shows  that  there  is  a  lack  of 
uniformity  in  the  enforcement  by  collectors  at  the  several  ports  of  the 
^  provisions  of  sections  3,  11,  and  19  of  the  administrative  act  of  June 
10,  1890. 

These  provisions  were  intended  to  do  away  with  the  confusion  which 
had  theretofore  existed  in  the  forms  of  invoices  of  imported  goods,  and 
which  has  resulted  in  such  immense  loss  by  the  Government  from  re- 
funds of  duty  under  the  *  *  Oberteuflfer  \'  and  other  decisions  of  the  courts. 

The  sections  above  cited  provide  that  each  invoice  shall  clearly  ex- 
hibit the  actual  cost  of  the  goods  per  se,  and  shall  specify  the  value  of 
all  packages  and  coverings,  and  all  other  costs  incident  to  preparing 
the  goods  for  shipment.  I^otwithstanding  the  definite  language  of  the 
act  above  cited,  a  practice  has  grown  up  of  permitting  importers  to 
declare  the  gross  price  of  the- goods,  with  a  statement  that  certain  non- 
dutiable  elements  are  included  in  such  price,  thus  establishing  the  basis 
for  fresh  litigation  as  to  what  constitutes  a  nondutiable  charge. 

The  Board  of  General  Appraisers  has  in  two  recent  decisions  (G.  A- 
1202  and  G.  A.  1660)  emphatically  pronounced  all  such  invoices  as  ir- 
regular, and  has  decided  that  **the  law  does  not  contemplate  that  non- 
dutiable  charges  shall  be  included  in  the  declared  per  se  value  of  the 
goods,  and  a  deduction  therefor  be  afterwards  claimed.  This  would 
cast  on  the  appraising  officer  the  burden  of  making  numerous  arithmeti- 
cal  calculations  and  pro-rata  distributions  of  charges  which  it  was  the 
purpose  of  the  lawmakers  to  avoid." 

Collectors  are  instructed  to  reject  on  entry  all  invoices  which  do  not 
distinctly  set  forth  the  per  se  value  of  the  goods,  and  they  will  not  per- 
mit a  deduction  from  the  price  so  declared  of  any  so-called  nondutia- 
ble items.     If  consignees  do  not  comply  with  the  law  in  this  respect 
theii  consignments  must  be  treated  as  unclaimed  merchandise. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Assistatit  Secretary, 


f.ijj-  :T"i4  w  >■■■ 
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(13481— G.  A.  1783.) 
'Scalloped  and  embroidered  cotton  handkerchiefs. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  17, 1892. 

in  the  matter  of  the  protest,  18570 &-9154,  of  Marshall  Field  A  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Chicago  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  scal- 
loped and  embroidered  cotton  handkerchiefs,  imported  per  OUy  of  Berlin^  November  27, 1801. 

Opinion  by  Tichknor,  OenercU  Appraiaer. 

m 

The  goods  here  subject  of  protest  are  invoiced  as  ''  cottou  scroll  hand- 
kerchief," and  according  to  the  samples  submitted  consist  of  light 
cotton  handkerchiefs  resembling  muslin,  with  fancy  open  w^ork  borders 
and  scalloped  edges  which  are  ornamented  with  narrow  embroidery 
that  serves  the  purpose  of  a  hem. 

They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 373,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  and  are  claimed  by  the  protestants 
to  be  dutiable  at  50  pei'  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  349  of 
said  act. 

We  find  as  matter  of  fact  that  the  goods  are  of  the  character  above 
desicribed,  being  cotton  handkerchiefs  embroidered  by  hand  or  ma- 
chinery. 

We  accordingly  hold  that  the  goods  were  properly  assessed  for  duty 
by  the  ^collector  and  overrule  the  protest. 


(13482— G.  A.  1784.) 
,  Periodicals — Lloyd^s  circulars  not. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  18, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  16703  &-7736,  of  John  Haugr,  ag^ainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
easterns  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  books,  im- 
ported per  Lord  Oimgh,  August  3, 1892. 

*  Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  OenertU  AppraUer. 

The  goods  are  invoiced  as  "Register  Books  and  Eules  for  Lloyd's 
Register  of  Shipping.''  They  are  volumes  of  several  hundred  pages 
bound  in  leather,  or  what  is  known  as  leather  binding.  The  appellant 
testified  that  the  books  are  simply  Lloyd\s  semiweekly  circulars,  bound, 
and  claims  that  they  are  exempt  from  duty  as  periodicals,  under  para- 
graph 657,  N.  T. 

Paragraph  657  provides  that  ''the  term  periodicals  as  herein  used 
shall  be  understood  to  embrace  only  unbound  or  paper-covered  publica- 
tions, containing  current  literature  of  the  day  and  issued  regularly  at 
stated  periods,  as  weekly,  monthly,  or  quarterly." 
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We  find— 

(1)  That  the  books  in  question  are  simply  catalogues  of  ships,  and 
do  not  contain  current  literature  of  the  dav. 

(2)  They  are  not  ^'only  unbound  or  paper-covered  publications.'' 
The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  assessment  of  duty  at  25  per  cent  is 

affirmed. 


(13483— G.  A..  1785.) 
Valiie — Gonaideration  of  fractimwl  paiis  of  a  mill — Sosiery  cotton. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  N'ew  York,  October  19,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  138136-635,  of  Isaac  Greenbaum  &  Sons,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  oo  cer- 
tain hosiery,  imported  per  Numberg^  December  23, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Somebvills,  Oenercd  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  reported  by  the  local  appraiser  to  be  cotton  hose, 
fashioned,  and' valued  at  more  than  60  cents  per  dozen  pairs  and  not 
more  than  $2  per  dozen  pairs. 

The  collector  assessed  the  goods  at  50  cents  per  dozen  pairs,  and  in 
addition  thereto  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  353  of  the 
new  tariff  act. 

That  paragraph  levies  the  rate  thus  assessed  on  stockings,  hose,  and 
half  hose  *  *  *  fashioned,  narrowed,  or  shaped  wholly  or  in  part 
by  knitting  machines  or  frames,  or  knit  by  hand  *  *  *  composed 
of  cotton  *  *  *  valued  at  more  than  60  cents  per  dozen  pairs 
and  not  more  than  $2  per  dozen  pairs.  • 

We  make  the  following  findings  of  fact  in  the  case : 

1.  The  merchandise  consists  of  200  dozen  pairs  of  cotton  hosiery  of 
the  description  stated  by  the  local  appraiser,  which  were  imported  in 
December,  1891,  at  the  port  of  Baltimore. 

2.  The  value  of  the  merchandise,  including  dutiable  chafges  added, 
amounted  to  $120.05,  or  60  cents  and  one-quarter  of  a  mill  per  dozen 
pairs. 

The  question  for  decision  is.  whether  this  value  is  to  be  r^arded  as 
^^more  than  60  cents  per  dozen  pairs"  within  the  meaning  of  the  said 
paragraph  353.  The  importers  contend  that  this  small  fraction,  of  a 
quarter  of  a  mill,  is  so  insignificant  that  it  ought  not  to  enter  into  the 
computation  of  value  so  as  to  control  the  classification  of  the  merchan- 
dise, and  thus  increase  the  rate  of  duty. 

There  are  cases  where  the  law  disregards  fractional  parts  of  a  day 
in  computing  time,  but  the  principle  on  which  such  cases  rest  has  no 
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application  to  computations  of  value.  Nor  does  the  maxim  '^De 
minimis  lex  non  curat  ^^  apply,  in  our  judgment.  The  language  of  the 
paragraph  in  question  is :  •*  more  than  60  cents/'  etc.,  and,  on  reflection, 
we  can  perceive  no  reason  why  a  fraction  of  a  cent  in  value  over  a 
specified  sum  should  not  be  construed  to  mean  more  than  such  sum. 

The  Board  has  made  official  inquiry  as  to  the  customs  practice  at  the 
various  ports  on  this  subject,  and  have  received  answers  from  many  of 
the  collectors.  We  find  that  the  practice  at  all  of  the  ports  heard  from, 
including  New  York,  Chicago,  Philadelphia,  Boston,  and  Baltimore,  is 
to  consider  all  fractions  as  controlling  value,  in  accordance  with  the 
views  above  expressed,  and  in  harmony  with  the  decision  made  in  this 
case  by  the  collector  at  Baltimore. 

The  decision  is  accordinglj-  aflirmed. 


(13484— G.  A.  1786.) 
Weight  of  wool  icaste — Error  in  return  of. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  19,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28885  a-l>3905,  of  Maug:er  &  Avery,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  cuHtoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  atnounl  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  wool  waste, 
weight  of,  imported  per  PeniHand,  March  29,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Somekvii.le,  Qeaeral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  consists  of  wool  waste,  and  the  col- 
lector, as  stated  in  his  report,  assessed  duty  on  the  weight  of  the  goods 
as  returned  by  the  Government  weigher. 

It  is  objected  in  the  protest  that  there  is  an  error  of  100  pounds  in 
the  weight  of  bale  No.  1040,  and  to  this  extent  that  the  amount  of  duty 
assessed  is  erroneous. 

Since  the  appeal  was  taken  to  the  Board,  the  collector  officially  noti- 
fies us  that  a  communication  from  the  surveyor  of  the  port  seems  to 
justify  the  claim  of  the  imi^orter  as  to  the  alleged  error  in  weight,  and 
he  requests  a  return  of  the  papers  to  his  oflfice  in  order  that  the  entry 
may  be  reliquidated  in  accordance  with  the  corrected  report  of  the 
United  States  weigher. 

We  accordingly  find  that  there  is  such  error,  and  reverse  the  col- 
lector's decision  in  order  that  he  may  make  the  correction  indicated. 
The  Board  already  having  jurisdiction  of  the  case  under  the  provisions 
of  section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  this  action  is  deemed  more 
regular  than  merely  returning  the  papei*s  for  reliquidation  without 
reversal  of  the  collector's  decision. 
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(13485— G.  A.  1787.) 
Entry — Importer  bound  by  statements  in  curreiwy,  foreign. 

* 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York.  October  19, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  15494&  and  195556,  of  A.  Hentechke  and  Young,  Smyth,  Field  k  Co' 
agfainst  the  decinion  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amonnt  of 
duties  chargeable  on  certain  merchandise,  currency  of  entry,  imported  per  RodeHiff^  KoreiDber 
10,  1891,  Mii  Bdgetdand,  December  29,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  Gtnend  Appraiser, 

l^is  protest  covers  certain  merchandise  purchased  in  Austria  aud 
paid  for  in  German  marks.  In  the  absence  of  consular  invoice  entrj- 
was  made  of  the  goods  on  pro  farma  invoice,  and  the  value  of  said 
goods  was  estimated  in  marks,  the  currency  actually  paid  therefor^  aud 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  section  2,  act  June  10,  1890. 

At  the  time  of  entry  bond  was  given  to  produce  consular  invoice, 
which  invoice  when  produced  contained  an  itemized  statement  of  the 
value  of  the  merchandise  in  marks  per  unit  of  quantity,  the  a^r^te 
amount  corresponding  with  the  value  of  the  merchandise  declared  on 
entry.  At  the  foot  of  this  invoice,  however,  the  total  stated  amount 
in  marks  is  converted  into  florins  on  a  basis  of  .58  florin  to  the  mark, 
and  the  value  of  the  goods  in  florins  is  certified  to  by  the  United  States 
consul  at  the  port  of  exportation. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  collector  should  reliquidate  the  entry 
on  the  basis  of  the  value  of  the  Austrian  florin.  As  this  claim,  if  al- 
lowed, would  be  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  section  7,  act  June  hK 
1890,  and  result  in  a  reduction  of  the  value  of  the  merchandise  declared 
on  entry,  which  sworn  entry  was  made  voluntarily  and  in  accordance 
with  law,  we  are  forced  to  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's 
decision. 


(13486— G.  A.  1788.) 

Damage  allowance  and  abatidonment. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  19, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  13571 6-3285,  of  L.  Costa,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  cus- 
toms at  San  Francisco  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  dama^d 
clicstnuts,  imported  per  San  Bias,  January  12, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Somervillb,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  the  facts  of  the  case  to  be  as  stated  in  the  report  of  the  col- 
lector ;  and  especially  that  the  package  containing  the  goods  in  question 
was  opened  by  the  importer  in  the  absence  of  the  customs  officers,  and 
in  violation  of  the  terms  of  his  bond. 

The  proposal  to  abandon  the  goods,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
23  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  seems  therefore  to  have  been  properly 
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rejected  by  the  collector.     But  independently  of  this  view,  the  question 
raised  appears  to  be  one  of  administration  rather  than  of  classification, 
and  should  more  properly  be  referred  to  the  Treasury  Department  than 
to  this  Board  for  decision. 
We  decline  to  reverse  the  collector's  decision. 


(13487— G.  A.  1789.) 

Jewelry — Crystal  baUs  and  agate  and  topaz  house  ornaments  not 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  19, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14808  5,  of  O.  G.  Hempfltead  it  Son,  against  the  decision  of  the  oollector 
of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  datics  chargeable  on  certain 
agate  and  topax  ornaments,  Imported  per  Briiiah  Princess,  November  12, 1891. 

Opinion  by  KAM^Ocneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  consists  of  agate  dud  topaz  ornaments, 
assessed  for  duty  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  nonenumerated  manu- 
fiactures,  under  section  4  of  the  new  tariff  act.  Appellants  claim  that 
the  articles  are  precious  stones  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  454 
of  said  act,  which  is  one  of  a  group  of  clauses  (paragraphs  452,  453,  and 
454)  covering  various  kinds  of  jewelry,  and  hence  that  they  are  entitled 
to  entry  at  10  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  said  paragraph  454. 

The  case  was  set  for  hearing  at  Philadelphia  September  ^2, 1892,  and 
appellants  were  present.  They,  however,  offered  no  testimony  in  sup- 
port of  the  contention  of  the  protest,  and  as  there  was  no  special  re- 
port of  the  local  appraiser  in  the  record,  a  continuance  was  had  with 
a  view  to  obtaining  such  report.  This  report  is  now  among  the  papers, 
and  contains  the  following  statement  of  facts : 

The  crystal  ball  in  question,  which  was  made  of  rock  crystal,  was 
about  5  inches  in  diameter,  and  is  not  intended  to  be  used  as  a  setting 
for  jewelry,  but  as  an  ornament.  The  busts  were  carved  or  cut  figures 
made  of  topaz,  4  to  6  inches  in  height,  the  base  of  bloodstone,  per- 
manently attached  to  the  figures.  These  articles  are  also  intended  to 
be  used  as  ornaments  for  the  house,  and  not  as  settings  for  jewelrj^, 
beiug,  from  their  size  and  character,  impracticable  for  such  i)urpose. 

We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  in  question  was  imported  under  the  new 
tariff  act ; 

(2)  That  the  statement  of  the  local  appraiser,  reproduced  herein,  as 
to  the  character  of  the  articles  under  consideration,  and  the  use  for 
which  they  are  designed,  is  true  j 

(3)  That  they  are  not  jewelry  ;  and 

(4)  That  they  are  manufactured. 


1204 

On  these  facts,  we  hold  that  they  are  not  covered  by  Uie  enumera- 
tion in  the  paragraph  cited  by  appellants  (454),  nor  in  any  of  said  par- 
agraphs relating  to  jewelry,  and  hence  that  they  are  not  provided  for 
eo  nomine. 

The  protest  is  accordingly  overruled,  and  the  decision  of  the  collector 
is  affirmed. 


(13488— G.  A.  1790.) 
Copper  wire  for  card  clothing. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  19, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  168196,  of  O.  G.  Hempstead  &  Son,  against  the  decision  of  the  colledor 
or  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  card- 
elothing  wire,  imported  per  Britith  Princesg,  July  21,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Oenerai  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  here  is  copper  card-clothing  wire,  assessed  for  duty, 
at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215  of  the  new  tariff  a<?t. 
Appellants  claim  that  it  is  entitled  to  entry  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  the  concluding  proviso  of  paragraph  148  of  said  act,  which  con- 
tains the  following  clause :  '*  Except  that  card  wire  for  the  manufacture 
of  cartl  clothing  shall  pay  a  duty  of  35  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

The  case  was  set  for  hearing  on  September  21,  1892,  but  was  con- 
tinued for  a  special  report  of  the  local  appraiser.  That  report  is  now 
before  us.  Its  statement  of  fact  is  that  the  wire  under  consideration  is 
'*  bronze,  and  not  a  wire  composed  of  iron  or  steel."  The  argument 
of  the  report  that  *^The  words  in  the  final  clause,  'except  that  card 
wire  for  the  manufacture  of  card  clothing  shall  pay  a  duty  of  35  per 
cent  ad  valorem,'  clearly  means  such  wire  made  from  irou  or  steel, 
and  not  from  other  metals,"  is  not  impressive.  The  language  of  the 
exception  is  specific  and  as  definite  as  words  can  make  it ;  it  describes 
the  article  under  consideration  exactly,  and  is  without  limitation  as  to 
material,  whereas,  throughout  the  paragraph  up  to.  the  point  of  the 
word  '^ except,"  the  limitation  as  to  material  is  strictly  observed  in 
every  instance. 

We  have  uo  difiiculty  in  holding  that  the  protest  is  well  taken ;  it  is 
therefore  sustained,  and  the  entry  will  be  reliquidated  as  the  law  is  here 
declared. 
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(13489— G.  A.  1791.) 
Wearing  apparel — Linen  surjMces,  regalia^  imported  by  individual. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraiser  at  New  York,  October  19,  1892. 

I  tiie  matter  of  the  protest,  15627  &-«l  94,  of  E.  0 
of  cuMoina  at  PhiladelphiA  as  to  the  rate  and 


In  tiie  matter  of  the  protest,  15627  &-41 94,  of  E.  O.  Thompson,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 

Iphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  wearing 
apparel,  imported  per  Lord  CUre,  November  6, 1891. 


Opinion  by  Ham ,  General  Appraiaer. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  consists  of  linen  surplices,  assessed  for 
doty  as  linen  wearing  apparel  at  55  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 372  of  the  new  tariff  act.  Appellant  claims  that  the  ailicles  are 
entitled  to  entry  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  proviso  to  para- 
graph 371  of  said  act,  on  the  ground  that  they  contain  more  than  100 
threads  to  the  square  inch. 

Appellant  was  present  at  the  hearing  in  Philadelphia  September  21, 
1^92,  but  offered  no  evidence  in  support  of  the  contention  of  bis  pro- 
test, nor  did  he  submit  a  sample  of  the  merchandise. 

The  only  evidence  before  the  Board  is  found  in  the  special  report  of 
the  local  appraiser,  which  states  that  the  merchandise  is  wearing  ap- 
parel—surplices *' worn  upon  the  pei*son  of  the  clergy '^  of  certain  de- 
nominations of  Christians  in  some  of  their  ministrations. 

The  definition  of  the  word  '^surplice''  given  by  Webster  is  ^*A  white 
garment  worn  over  another  dress  by  the  clergy  of  the  Eoman  Catholic, 
Episcopalian,  and  certain  other  churches,  in  some  of  their  ministra- 
tions," and  the  definition  of  the  word  ^*  garment,- '  by  the  same  author, 
is  "Any  article  of  clothing,  a  gown,  etc.'' 

These  definitions  would  seem  to  justify  the  action  of  the  collector  in 
classifying  the  sui'plices  in  question  as  linen  wearing  apparel.  But  we 
are  inclined  to  consider  the  case  further. 

The  protest  is  very  informal,  to-wit : 

We  hereby  protest  against  the  payment  of  duty  at  the  rate  of  55  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  as  assessed  by  you  on  certain  ** linen  surplices''  im- 
ported by  us,  per  steamship  Lord  Clive,  from  Liverpool  November  3, 
l'^91,  claiming  that  the  said  goods  are  properly  dutiable  at  the  rate  of 
35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  provided  for  under  clause  371  of  act  approved 
Octol>er  1,  1890,  as  manufactures  of  flax  0.100  threads  to  square  inch. 

We  claim  your  assessment  of  55  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  to  be  out 
of  order,  as  such  surplices  are  not  regular  wearing  apparel,  being  used 
as  regalia  in  churches. 

Whether  the  last  foregoing  paragraph  is  sufficiently  definite  to  en- 
title it  to  consideration  as  an  alternative  claim  that  the  article  in  ques- 
tion is  regalia  and  therefore  free  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  692 , 
of  the  new  tariff  act  is  a  question  of  some  doubt.     We  are  inclined, 
however,  to  accept  it  as  sufficient,  and  to  decide  the  case  on  its  merits. 
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Assuming,  for  argument's  sake,  that  the  article  in  question  is  regalia, 
is  it  regalia  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute?  Paragraph  692  pro- 
vides for  *' regalia  *  *  *  wheie  specially  imported  in  good  faith 
for  the  use  of  any  society  incorporated  or  established  solely  for  educa- 
tional, philosophical,  literary,  or  religious  purposes,  or  for  the  encour- 
agement ot  fine  arts,  or  for  the  use  or  by  the  order  of  any  collie, 
academy,  school,  seminary  of  learning,  or  public  library  in  the  United 
States.'^ 

The  article  in  question  does  not  come  within  the  foregoing  clause, 
because  the  importer  appears  here  as  a  private  individual,  and  there 
is  no  evidence  before  us  that  the  importation  was  for  the  use  or  by 
order  of  any  of  the  societies  or  institutions  named ;  and  as  appellant 
had  an  opportunity  to  submit  evidence  on  this  point  but  fiBiiled  to  do  so, 
and  as  such  evidence  is  unattainable  from  any  other  source,  even  if  it 
exists  at  all,  it  follows  that  appellant  has  failed  to  sustain  the  conten- 
tions of  his  protest. 

The  protest  is  therefore  overruled. 

(13490— G.  A.  1792.) 
Ih^ee  entry  refused  for  icearing  apparel  arriving  after  moner. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  19^  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  16478  b-7672,  of  O.  Q.  Hempstead  &  Son,  agrainst  the  decision  of  the  eoV 
lector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oertain 
wool  wearing  apparel,  imported  per  Lord  CliWy  June  1,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  here  is  wool  wearing  apparel,  assessed  for  duty  at 
49}  cents  a  pound  and  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  396 
of  the  new  tariff  act.  Appellants  claim  that  it  is  entitled  to  free  entry, 
under  paragraph  752  of  said  act,  as  personal  eflFects. 

The  papera  show  that  the  articles  under  consideration — a  coat,  waist- 
coat, and  pair  of  trousers — reached  the  United  States  about  four  months 
after  the  arrival  of  the  owner. 

Following  is  part  of  the  personal  effects  paragraph  (752)  of  the  new 
tariff  act : 

But  this  exemption  shall  not  be  held  to  include  articles,  not  actively 
in  use  and  necessary  and  appropriate  for  the  use  of  such  persons/or 
the  purposes  of  their  journey ,  and  present  comfort  and  convenience. 

The  owner's  affidavit  in  this  case  is  in  part  as  follows  : 

Said  articles  are  a  part  of  the  wearing  apparel  and  personal  effects 
of  myself,  and  they  were  actually  in  use  and  necessary  and  appropriate  for 
my  use  for  the  purposes  of  my  journey  from  Liverpool  to  Philadelphia. 
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Notwithstanding  the  foregoing  sworn  statement  of  the  owner  of  the 
articles  in  question  that  they  were  actually  in  use  on  his  journey  5  they 
were  not  in  feet  on  the  ship  that  brought  him  over,  but  arrived  in 
another  ship  four  months  afterward. 

The  affidavit  is  reproduced  here  to  show  that  the  construction  al- 
ready put  upon  iMiragraph  752  by  the  Board  (G.  A.  1279),  is  logical 
and  consonant  with  reason. 

Following  the  principle  enunciated  in  that  case,  we  overrule  the 
protest  and  affirm  the  decision  of  the  collector. 


(13491— G.  A.  1793.) 

^ed% — Falm  ntUs. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  26,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  15807  b-1279,  of  Henry  A.  Dreer,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
ctutoms  at  Philadelphia  as  to  tlie  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  palm 
nuts,  imported  per  Minnesota,  February  9, 1891. 

Opinion  by  WiLXiMBOif ,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  Kentia  Fosteriana  and  KetUia  Belmoriana,  seeds  used 
for  propagation.  They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  20  per  cent,  and  are 
claimed  to  be  exempt  from  duty  under  paragraph  565,  N.  T. 

We  find  that  the  said  seeds  are  palm  nuts,  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13492— G.  A.  1794.) 

Protests  after'  reliquidation —  When  invalid. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New^  York,  October  26,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  166706-1508,  of  C.  H.  Wyman  &,  Co.,  afi^ainst  the  decision  of  the  sur- 
veyor of  customs  at  St.  Louis  as  to  tlie  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charKcable  on  certain  Scotch 
lappets  and  fissured  muslins,  imported  per  Lord  Oough,  February  12, 1892. 

opinion  by  Tichenor,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  from  the  papers  before  us : 

(1^  That  the  goods  in  question  consist  of  woven  cotton  cloths  va- 
riously known  as  figured  mull  or  muslins  and  as  Scotch  lappets,  and 
that  the  threads  composing  the  warp  and  weft  thereof  are  easily  count- 
able by  the  eye  with  the  aid  of  a  glass. 

(2)  That  these  goods  were  originally  returned  as  **  figured  cottons," 
dntiable  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  the  entry  was  liquidated  ac- 
cordingly on  March  2,  1891,  and  against  such  assessment  and  liquida- 
tion   protest  was  filed  March  11,  1891,  the  protestants  claiming  the 
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goods  should  have  been  (classified  for  duty  as  countable  cotton  cloths 
under  the  proper  provisions  therefor  in  Schedule  I,  act  of  October  1. 
1890. 

(3)  On  July  19,  1892,  the  entry  was  reliquidated  by  the  surveyor 
exactly  in  accordance  with  the  claims  made  by  the  appellants  in  their 
I)rotest  of  March  11,  1891. 

(4)  On  July  23,  1892,  the  appellants  filed  another  protest,  claiming 
that  duty  should  have  been  imposed  on  the  goods  and  the  entry  re- 
liquidated  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  manufactures  of  cotton  not 
specially  provided  for. 

The  question  here  presented  for  consideration  is  as  to  the  validity  of 
this  last  protest. 

We  hold  that,  as  the  entry  was  reliquidated  in  accordance  with  the 
claim  made  in  the  original  protest,,  the  protestants  were  estopped  from 
making  further  claim,  and  consequently  the  second  protest  is  invalid, 
and  is  overruled,  and  the  action  of  the  surveyor  in  the  premises  is 
affirmed. 


(13493— G.  A.  1795.) 

Chemical  gloMware — Glass  graduates  not. 

Before  the  U.  S  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  26,  181*2- 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  ]6324&-7S31,of  John  M.  Maris  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
Khiss  graduates,  imported  per  Memphis^  April  29,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinsok,  General  Appraiser, 

The  goods  are  glass  graduates,  ranging  in  capacit}'  from  1  drachm  to 
32  ounces.  They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent,  and  are  claimed 
to  be  dutiable  jis  "  chemical  glassware  for  use  in  the  laboratory"  at  4o 
per  cent,  under  paragraph  107,  N.  T. 

The  graduates  are  not  of  the  kind  used  in  the  laboratory  of  the  ana 
lytical  chemist,  but  are  such  as  are  commonly  and  chiefly  used  by 
druggists  in  preparing  medicines.  In  the  broadest  acceptation  an 
apothecary's  prescription  counter  might  be  regarded  as  a  chemist'> 
laboratory,  but  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  the  laboratory  earned  in 
paragraph  107  is  a  labomtory  for  scientific  investigations  and  not  a 
place  devoted  simply  to  an  industrial  pursuit. 

We  tind,  therefore,  that  the  merchandise  is  not  chemical  glassware  ■ 
for  use  in  laboratory,  and  the  protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 
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(18494— G.  A.  1796.) 
Free  entry,  persofuil  effects — Shotguns  not. 


*Jm 


Before  the  U.  S.  Genecal  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  26,  1892 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  16526&-7686,  of  O.  G.  Hempstead  &,  8on,  ai;ainst  the  decision  of  the 
eollecior  of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  shotguns,  imported  per  BritUh  PrineeM,  June  13, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  three  shotguns  assessed  for  duty  under  paragraph  170, 
X.  T.,  and  claimed  to  be  exempt  from  duty  under  paragraph  752. 

Shotguns  are  appropriate  for  a  hunting  expedition,  but  as  there  is 
no  evidence  to  show  that  such  was  the  nature  of  the  importer's  trip, 
we  must  find  that  the  guns  are  not  articles  necessary  and  appropriate 
for  the  purposes  of  his  journey  and  his  present  comfort  and  conve- 
nience. 

The  protest  is  overruled  accordingly. 


(13495— G.  A.  1797.) 
Depreciated  cui*rency — Atistinan  paper  florin  not. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  27,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  32096  a-18515,  of  R.  F.  Downingr  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  cnstoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  mer- 
chandise (Austrian  florin  not  a  depreciated  currency),  imported  per  Damutadt^  July  23, 1992. 

Opinion  by  Sbarkbtts,  Oenercd  Appraiter. 

We  find  the  following  facts  in  this  case : 

(1)  That  certain  merchandise  was  shipped  by  rail  from  Tyssa,  Aus- 
tria, June  27,  1892.  The  invoice  covering  the  merchandise  was  con- 
salated  at  Prague,  Boheniia,  July  5,  1892,  and  the  shipment  of  the 
goods  by  vessel  to  the  United  States  was  made  from  Bremen,  Germany, 
on  or  about  July  8,  1892. 

(2)  The  merchandise  was  entered  for  consumption  at  the  port  of  New 
York  July  23,  1892. 

(3)  The  invoice  value  of  the  merchandise  was  given  in  paper  florins 
of  Austria- Hungary. 

(4)  The  Director  of  the  Mint  estimated,  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  proclaimed,  on  the  1st  of  July,  1892,  the  value  of  the  standard 
coin  of  Austria- Hungary,  the  silver  florin,  expressed  in  the  money  of 
account  of  the  United  States,  to  be  32  cents.  The  proclamation  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  July  1,  1892,  contains  the  additional  in- 
formation that  the  value  of  gold  florin  (not  the  standard  coin)  is  $0,482, 
and  also  that  silver  is  the  nominal  standard ;  paper  is  the  actual  stan- 
(iard,  the  depreciation  of  which  is  measured  by  the  gold  standard. 
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(5)  The  value  of  the  paper  florin  is  equal  to,  or  greater  than,  the 
value  of  the  silver  florin,  the  standard  coin  of  Austria- Hungary,  and 
that  the  merchandise  in  question  was  not  purchased  in  a  depreciated 
currency. 

The  facts  found  do  not,  in  our  opinion,  justiiy  us  in  deciding  this 
case  contrary  to  the  ruling  of  his  honor,  Judge  Lacomb,  in  the  Hecht 
case.  Section  52  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  provides  that  the  value 
of  the  standard  coins  in  circulation  of  the  various  nations  of  the  world 
shall  be  estimated  quarterly,  etc.  The  standard  coin  of  Austria-Hun- 
gary, as  proclaimed  by  the  Director  of  the  Mint  and  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  is  the  silver  florin,  in  respect  to  which  the  paper  florin  is 
not  a  depreciated  currency. 

The  appellants  contend  that  the  merchandise  was  shipped  prior  to 
July  1,  1892.  This  point,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  is  not  a  material 
one,  as  we  have  already  decided  that  the  statute  of  liquidation  is  of 
the  date  of  entry  and  not  of  shipment. 

We  sustain  the  protest,  and  authorize  the  reliquidation  of  the  entry 
in  accordance  with  the  claim  of  the  appellants  therein. 

[Withheld  for  review  by  courts.] 


(13496— G.  A.  1798.) 

Goat  hair* 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  27,  1892. 

In  the  matter  ot  the  proteAtfi,  807-8b  and  120776,  of  estate  of  Henry  Schmidt,  against  the  decision 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chaiK^ 
able  on  certain  Koat  hair,  imported  per  British  Prince,  Aug^ust  2S,  1890;  OAio,  September  22. 1S»>. 
BrUish  Princes,  October  27,  1890. 

Opinion  by  Sobckrvi£.lb,  Oeneral  Appraiaer. 

The  local  appraiser  at  Philadelphia  reported  the  merchandise  in 
protest  No  807  b  to  be  135  bales  of  goat  hair,  which  M^as  imx)ort€d  in 
August,  1890,  under  the  tariff  act  of  March  3,  1883.  It  was  assessed 
for  duty  by  the  collector  at  10  cents  per  pound.  He  reports  the  nier 
chandise  in  protest  No.  808  as  24  bales  of  goat  hair,  which  was  im- 
ported in  September,  1890,  and  was  also  assessed  at  10  cents  per  pound, 
under  the  act  of  1883.  The  third  lot  of  merchandise,  embraced  in 
protest  No.  120776,  is  reported  as  consisting  of  12  bales  of  goat  hair, 
which  was  imported  October  27,  1890,  and  was  assessed  at  12  cents  por 
pound,  under  the  provisions  of  the  new  tariff  ^ct  of  1890. 

It  is  claimed  that  the  first  two  lots  above  described  are  free  of  duty, 
under  paragraph  717  of  the  tariff  act  of  1883,  as  **  cattle  hair,'"  an<l 
that  the  third  lot  is  also  free,  under  the  corresponding  paragraph  60401* 
the  new  tariff  act  of  1890.  The  protest  raisesother  collateral  questions, 
which  we  shall  hereafter  dispose  of  in  this  opinion. 
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We  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  covered  by  each  of  the  protests  consists  of 
Angora  goat  hair,  in  which  there  is  an  admixture  of  a  considerable 
amount  of  cattle  hair,  and  also  of  third-class  wool,  commonl}'  knownas 
carpet  wool,  and  that  the  value  of  the  merchandise  is  as  reported  by 
the  local  appraiser. 

(2)  None  of  this  hair  or  wool  is  fit  for  combing  purposes. 

(3)  All  of  it  has  been  washed  or  scoured. 

(4)  The  samples  bearing,  respectively,  the  marks  stated  in  the  report 
of  the  collector  and  in  the  protests  are  fair  representative  samples  of 
the  merchandise  in  question. 

The  Board  in  considering  this  case  ha.s  allowed  to  be  introduced  as 
testimony  the  record  and  evidence  in  the  suit  of  the  United  States  v. 
16o  Bales  of  Merchandise,  which  was  an  infformation  for  forfeiture  tried 
before  Judge  Butler  in  November,  1890,  in  the  district  court  for  the 
ea^stern  district  of  Pennsylvania.  That  suit,  we  find,  involved  the 
identical  merchandise  covered  by  these  protests,  and  Henry  Schmidt, 
now  deceased,  whose  executoi'S  are  parties  to  this  litigation,  was  a  party 
defendant  to  said  suit  as  claimant  of  the  merchandise.  Upon  the  trial 
of  this  forfeiture  proceeding  a  verdict  was  rendered  by  the  jury  against 
the  Government  and  in  favor  of  the  claimant. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  protestants  that  the  judgment  in  that  case  is  a 
bar  to  any  right  of  the  Government  to  exact  any  duty  on  the  merchan- 
dise, penal  or  otherwise. 

The  rule  of  law  undoubtedly  is  that  the  judgment  of  a  court  of  com- 
petent jurisdiction  is  conclusive  on  parties  and  privies  as  to  all  issues 
actually  decided  or  necessarily  involved  in  the  suit  whenever  the  same 
iisues  or  questions  are  again  litigated  in  a  second  suit  between  the  same 
parties.  (Campbell  v,  Rankin,  99  U.  S.,  261;  McCalley  v,  Robinson, 
70  Ala.,  432.) 

An  inspection  of  the  record  in  the  case  above  referred  to  shows  that 
one  of  the  questions  submitted  to  the  jury  in  the  charge  of  the  court 
was  whether  the  merchandise  involved  in  the  proceeding  of  forfeiture 
was  "wool"  or  whether  it  was,  as  invoiced,  in  fact  "cattle  hair."  But 
this  charge  was  also  given :  "If  you  (the  jury)  find  it  to  be  wool,  still 
the  charge  is  not  sustained  unless  you  also  find  that  it  was  called  hair 
fraudulently  ;  that  is,  unless  you  find  that  when  the  defendant  entered 
it  as  hair  he  did  not  believe  it  to  be  hair,  but  wool."  The  jury  may, 
therefore,  have  found  as  matter  of  fact  that  the  merchandise  was  wool, 
bnt  that  the  claimant  honestly  believed  it  to  be  cattle  hair  when  he 
80  entered  it. 
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We  hold,  for  this  reason,  that  the  qiiestioi^  whether  or  not  the  mer- 
chandise was  wool  or  cattle  hair  was  not  necessarily  involved  or  deter- 
mined in  the  forfeiture  proceeding.  That  proceeding  can  not,  there- 
fore, bar  the  Government  of  its  right  to  exact  lawful  duty  on  the  mer- 
chandise. The  claimant  can  not  be  entitled  to  have,  on  the  ground  that 
he  was  acquitted  of  fraud,  his  goods  free  of  all  duty  in  entering  them 
as  cattle  hair  when  they  were  wool. 

If  this  view  be  correct,  as  we  think  it  is,  the  protest  could  properly 
be  overruled  on  the  ground  that  the  alleged  goat  hair  is  found  mixed 
with  wool  and  is  believed  to  have  been  washed  prior  to  importation. 
The  act  of  1883  (paragraph  356)  provided  that  "the  duty  on  the  wool  of 
the  sheep,  or  hair  of  the  alpaca,  goat,  or  other  like  animals,  which  shall 
be  imported  in  any  other  than  ordinary  condition,''  as  then  or  thereto- 
fore practiced,  should  be  twice  the  duty  to  which  it  would  beothervise 
subject.  (U.  S.  Revenue  Statutes  1878,  section  2912. )  The  act  of  1890 
(paragraph  383)  contains  a  similar  provision  in  more  emphatic  language. 
This  provision  was  construed  in  Quillard  v.  Magone  (37  Fed.  Rep., 857), 
and  in  our  judgment  is  applicable  to  the  present  importation  under 
the  findings  of  fact  above  made. 

The  objection  to  the  penal  duty  assessed  for  undervaluation  is  nn- 
tenable  for  reasons  stated  in  Board  Decision  G.  A.  225.  (Falleck  r. 
Barney,  5  Blatch.,  38.) 

The  function  of  the  local  appraiser  was  to  estimate  the  market  value 
of  the  merchandise,  not  to  classify  it.  His  description  of  the  merchan- 
dise was  merely  for  the  information  of  the  collector,  and  his  re|>ort  as 
to  what  ought  to  be  its  classification  was  not  binding,  but  only  ad  visory. 
It  was  the  exclusive  prerogative  of  the  collector  to  classify  the  mer 
chandise.  (Act  June  10, 1890,  sections  13  and  14 ;  Customs  Reg.  (1892), 
article  831. )  The  fact  that  5  bales  of  the  goods  had  been  passed  free  and 
had  afterwards  gone  into  consumption  (even  if  true,  as  alleged,  but  not 
proved)  would  not  operate  to  prevent  a  second  correct  classification 
and  a  reliquidation  of  duties  based  on  such  classification  within  the 
timeallowed  bylaw,which  was  one  year  from  the  dateof  entry.  (Board 
Decision  G.  A.  1304.) 

In  addition  to  the  above  reasons,  we  may  add  that  the  recent  deci- 
sion of  the  United  States  court  of  appeals  (for  the  first  district)  in  the 
case  of  United  States  v.  John  Hopewell  and  others,  made  on  Septem- 
ber 15,  1892,  and  not  yet  reported,  is  conclusive  against  the  soundness 
of  the  contention  raised  in  protest  No.  12077  ft,  the  last  of  these  cases 
now  under  consideration.  The  court  in  that  ease,  Mr.  Justice  Gray, 
delivering  the  opinion,  held  that  common  goat  hair,  imported  under 
the  tariff  act  of  1890,  though  not  fit  for  combing  purposes,  was  prop- 
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6rly  dutiable  as  goat  hair,  under  paragraphs  377  and  384  of  said  act,  and 
was  not  free  as  cattle  hair,  under  paragraph  604,  thus  affirming  the  de- 
cisions  of  this  Board,  Nos.  280  and  691,  and  reversing  the  decision  of 
the  circuit  court  for  the  district  of  Massachusetts  to  the  contrary. 

Oar  conclusion  in  each  of  the  above  cases  is  that  the  protests  be  sev- 
erally overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  be  affirmed. 


(13497— G.  A.  1799.) 

Religwus  medals  for  prizes. 

*  • 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  27,  1892. 

In  the  nutUer  of  the  protest,  24146  ar-57508,  of  John  A.  MoSorley  &  Son,  against  the  decisloQ  of  the 
collector  of  costoma  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duttee  chargeable  on  certain 
religions  medals  for  prizes,  imported  per  Bourgogne^  November  20, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabrstts,  Qeneral  Appraiaer. 

The  apx>ellants  claim  that  certain  medals,  samples  of  which  were  sub- 
mitted to  the  Board,  are  entitled  to  free  entry,  under  paragraph  648  of 
the  present  act. 

These  medals  are  made  of  copper,  washed  with  silver,  and  are  re- 
ligious emblems  suitable  for  and  usually  distributed  as  prizes  or  awards 
of  merit  to  Catholic  school  children.  They  are  not  medals  such  as  are 
worn  as  articles  of  devotion  by  adult  Catholics,  as  well  as  children,  and 
vhich  the  Board  held  in  G.  A.  429  were  no£  entitled  to  free  entry  under 
paragraph  648. 

The  appraiser  reports 'that  the  medals  in  question  were  imported  for 
sale  and  not  for  distribution.  This  fact  does  not  disqualify  them  for 
free  entapy ;  there  are  no  limitations  imposed  upon  the  free  entry  of 
medals  suitable  for  trophies  or  prizes  in  the  paragraph  referred  to. 

We  find  that  the  articles  are  medals  of  copper,  such  as  trophies  or 
prizes.     The  protest  is  sustained. 

[Withheld  for  review  by  courts.] 


(13498— G.  A.  1800.) 

Ether — Oil  of  mne  not. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  !N'ew  York,  October  27,  1892. 

In  ihe  matter  of  the  protests,  166885  and  15692 6,  of  Powers  &  Weightman,  against  the  decision  of 
the  coUector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on 
certain  oil  of  wine,  imported  per  PenrUand^  September  9, 1891,  and  Bd>getUand,  November  10, 1891. 

Opinion  by  WiL,Kiinoir,  Oeneral  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise  is  heavy  oil  of  wine.     It  was  assessed  for  duty  as 
aa  ether  at  $1  per  pound,  under  paragraph  25,  N.  T.,  and  is  claimed  to 
be  dutiable  as  a  preparation  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 
76,  N.  T. 
82 
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The  article  is  made  by  the  distillation  of  alcohol  with  sulphuric  acid. 
but  it  is  not  commercially  or  technically  known  as  an  ether.  It  is  used 
chiefly  in  making  anodynes  and  ancesthefics,  but  it  is  not  of  itself  a 
medicinal  preparation. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  is  a  preparation  known  as  a  distilk«l 
oil,  and  sustain  the  protest  accordingly. 


(13499— G.  A.  1801.) 

Purchased  goods — Addition  on  entry. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  27, 189-. 

In  the  matter  of  Ihe  protest,  23180  ri-44161,  of  Isaacs,  Vou^ht  &  Co.,  agfainst  the  decision  of  tlie  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  pur- 
chased goods  (?),  imported  per  Aurania,  September  8,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Qenenxl  Appraiser. 

The  protest  in  this  case  is  against  the  action  of  the  collector  in  2ii>- 
sessiug  additional  duty  and  penality  on  certain  imported  woolens.  The 
protest  states  that  ''the  merchandise  in  controversy  was  owned  by 
William  Schulze  &  Co.,  of  Scotland,  it  having  been  purchased  by  tbeni 
in  that  country  from  various  manufacturers  and  consigned  to  us  for  de 
livery  to  various  tailors  in  the  United  States.''  The  protest  further 
states :  **  We  claim  that  we  were  justified  in  adding  to  make  market  value 
on  the  entry  for  the  following  reason :  The  appraiser  having  added  ou 
our  previous  invoice  about  11  per  cent,  we  make  an  addition  on  abovt- 
entry  of  £3  5^.  lid.  in  order  to  avoid  additional  duty  and  penalty." 
The  protest  further  states :  * '  We  are,  under  the  above  circumstances,  the 
consignees  and  agents  of  imported  merchandise  which  has  been  actually 
purchased  j  and  notwithstjinding  this,  you  ignored  our  addition  to  make 
market  value  and  Jissessed  additional  duty  and  penalty." 

These  claims  are  made  under  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1^J>'>. 
Said  section  7  is,  in  part,  as  follows : 

That  the  owner,  consignee,  or  agent  of  any  imported  inerchaudi>** 
which  has  been  actually  purchased  may,  at  the  time  when  he  shall 
make  and  verify  his  written  entry  of  such  merchandise,  but  notalTer 
wards,  make  such  addition  to  the  entry  to  the  cost  or  value  given  in  the 
invoice  *  *  h?  j.^  in  j^is  opinion  may  raise  the  same  to  the  actual 
market  value  or  wVolesale  price  of  suph  merchandise  at  the  time  of  ex 
portation  to  the  United  Stjites  in  the  principal  markets  of  the  couutn 
from  which  the  samehtus  been  imported  ;  but  no  such  addition  shall l>e 
made  upon  entry  to  the  invoice  value  of  any  imported  merchandise^  ob- 
tained otherwise  than  by  actual  purchase. 

The  protest  shows  (1)  that  the  merchandise  in  question  was,  at  the 
time  of  exportiition  to  the  United  States,  owned  by  citizens  of  Scotland ; 


"T^r 


1215 

(2)  that  a  previous  consigiiiueut  of  merchandise  from  the  same  con- 
signor was  undervalued  about  11  per  cent ;  (3)  that  appellants  offered 
to  make  an  addition  to  their  entry  in  this  case  to  avoid  a  penalty ;  (4) 
that  appellants  are  the  consignees  of  the  merchandise  in  question. 

The  record  shows  (1)  by  the  declaration  attached  to  the  invoice  and 
(2)  bj'  the  declaration  of  the  consignee  at  the  time  of  entry  that  the 
importation  consists  of  consigned  merchandise. 

The  part  of  section  7  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  hereinbefore  repro- 
duced refers  to  two  classes  of  importations — (1)  the  importation  of 
merchandise  which  has  been  actually  purchased,  and  provides  that  the 
owner,  consignee,  or  agent  thereof  may  at  the  time  of  entry  add  to  the 
invoice  price  to  make  market  value ;  and  (2)  the  importation  of  mer- 
chandise which  has  been  consigned  to  the  foreign  owner's  agent  in  the 
United  States,  and  provides  that  no  addition  shall  be  made  to  the  in- 
voice value  of  such  merchandise  at  the  time  of  the  entrv  thereof. 
These  two  classes  of  importations  are  sharply  distinguished  b}'  the  fol- 
lowing language,  which  relates  to  the  latter  class,  namely:  "But  no 
i^uch  addition  shall  be  made  upon  entry  to  the  invoice  value  of  any  im- 
ported merchandise  obtained  otherwise  than  by  actual  purchase.'' 

These  clauses  were  construed  by  the  Treasury  Department  in  a  let- 
ter of  instructions  to  the  collector  of  the  port  of  New  York,  dated  May 
U,  1891  (Synopsis  11139),  wherein  it  was  held  that  the  term  "imported 
merchandise  which  had  been  actually  purchased,"  as  contained  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  said  section  of  the  law,  relates  only  to  merchandise 
purchased  by  or  for  pei'sons  in  the  United  States,  and  not  to  merchan- 
dise purchased  abroad  by  foreigners  and  consigned  to  the  United 
States  for  sale  on  their  account. 

Down  to  the  time  of  the  issuance  of  this  letter  of  instructions  the 
practice  at  the  port  of  New  York  had  been  to  allow  additions  to  make 
Diarket  value  under  said  section  7  in  all  cases  where  it  appeared  from 
the  consular  invoice  that  the  goods  were  obtained  by  purchase,  whether 
snch  purchase  was  made  by  the  consignee  who  entered  the  goods  here 
or  by  his  agent  or  consignor  abroad.  Under  the  letter  of  instructions 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  the  collector  of  the  port  of  New  Y'ork 
changed  his  practice  to  conform  therewith,  and  appellants  in  this  case 
filed  their  protest. 

This  review  of  the  law  and  the  pleadings  shows  conclusively,  we 
think,  that  the  construction  placed  upon  said  section  7  by  the  Treasury 
Department  in  its  letter  of  May  14,  1891,  was  correct.  It  was  well  ob- 
served in  that  letter  that  the  mandatory  clause  of  said  section,  **but 
no  such  addition  shall  be  made  upon  entry  to  the  invoice  value  of  any 
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impoi-ted  merchandise  obtained  otherwise  than  by  actual  purchase,'* 
would  be  nullified  by  the  construction  sought  by  the  importers  in  that 
case ;  and  the  csae  at  bar,  while  analogous  to  it,  is  still  stronger  against 
the  view  of  appellants.  In  this  case  the  protest  shows  affirmatively, 
in  so  many  words,  that  appellants  offered  to  advance  the  price  of  the 
merchandise  covered  by  their  invoice  on  entry,  not  to  make  market 
value,  but  to  avoid  additional  duty  and  penalty.  It  was  to  put  a  stop 
to  this  vicious  practice,  which  prevailed  under  former  statutes,  that 
Congress  enacted  the  clause  of  said  section  7  of  the  customs  adminis- 
trative act  now  under  consideration. 

We  hold  as  law  that  the  merchandise  subject  of  protest  here  was  ob- 
tained otherwise  than  by  actual  purchase,  and  hence  that  appellants 
had  no  legal  right,  upon  entry,  to  add  to  the  invoice  price  thereof  any 
sum  to  make  market  value.  The  protest  is  accordingly  overruled  and 
the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13500— G.  A.  1802.) 

Clerical  errors  in  entry — Correction  of. 

Before  the  TJ.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  27,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  U8K  b-^294,  of  Mendelson  Bros.,  affafnst  the  decision  of  the  oollector 
of  cuRtoms  at  San  Francisco  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chari^eable  on  certain  mer- 
chaudise,  alleged  clerical  error  in  appraised  value,  imported  per  Ofulic,  April  4, 1892.       ^ 

Opinion  by  Hax,  Oenerai  Apptxiuer. 

This  is  an  application  for  the  correction  of  an  alleged  clerical  error 
in  the  entry  of  a  certain  case  (4314)  of  silk  piece  goods.  Appellauts 
state  in  their  protest  that  they  indicated  upon  their  invoice  in  pencil 
that  the  advance  which  they  desired  to  make  in  the  price  of  the  goods 
in  question  was  li  yens  apiece  instead  of  one-half  a  yen,  whereby 
they  allege  that  they  suflPered  damage  in  additional  duty  and  penalty. 
Appellants  cite  the  fact  that  a  certain  clerical  error  in  regard  to  case 
4317,  on  the  same  invoice,  was  corrected,  10  dozen  handkerchief,  at 
2.55  yens  per  dozen,  in  said  case  having  been  erroneously  extended  at 
2.55  yens  instead  of  25.50  yens. 

This  is  clearly  a  manifest  clerical  error,  and  was  properly  corrected. 
But  the  claim  of  the  protest  is  not,  in  our  opinion,  made  clear. , 

Even  if  it  were  true,  as  stated  in  the  protest,  that  the  pencil  marks 
on  the  invoice  indicated  the  desire  of  appellants  in  regard  to  the  ad- 
vance to  be  made  on  entry,  the  liquidating  officer  would  not  have  been 
justified  in  being  guided  by  them.  But  it  is  by  no  means  clear,  from 
the  face  of  the  invoice,  that  the  penciled  figures  referred  to  in  the  pro- 
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test  relate  to  the  case  of  mercbandise  in  qiiestioD.  The  broker  must 
bv  preeamed,  however,  to  have  expressed  the  desire  of  bis  principal  in 
the  actual  advance  made. 

The  act  of  the  agent  in  the  due  course  of  his  employment,  within 
the  scope  of  his  authority,  is  the  act  of  the  prineipal.  (American  Fur 
Company  p.  United  States,  2  Peters,  358.)  But  it  appears  from  the 
record  that  appellants  signed  the  entry  in  person,  and  it  must  be  pre- 
snmed  that  they  were  aware  of  the  contents  thereof. 

It  wonld,  in  our  opinion,  be  a  dangerous  practice  to  sanction  chang- 
ing the  liquidation  of  an  entry  on  the  authority  of  a  mere  i>encii  memo- 
raodum  made  on  the  face  of  an  invoice. 

The  case  here  is  not  analogous  to  the  case  presented  in  G.  A.  184, 
cited  by  appellants. 

The  claim  of  the  protest  is  denied  and  the  decision  of  the  collector 
is  affirmed. 

(13501— G.  A.  1803.) 

Iron  vnre  netting. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  27,  1892. 

[d  the  mitter  ot  the  pra(«t,  ISlBt  b-^est,  oC  O.  Q.  HemptteBd  A  Son.  Against  (he  decfBion  of  the 
inm  Kin  netliog.  Imported  p«r  iridliina,  Mar  ZT.  1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkisbom,  Otnerai  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise  is  iron  wire  netting,  made  of  wire  smaller  than  Xo. 
26  wire  gauge.  The  wire  is  valned  at  over  4  cents  a  pound,  ami  the 
specific  duty  upon  it  would  not  equal  45  per  cent  ad  valorem.  The 
linty  upon  the  wire  is  therefoie  45  per  cent,  with  an  additional  duty 
of  2  cents  a  pound  upon  the  made-up  article,  all  in  accordance  with 
the  appropriate  provisos  of  paragraph  148,  N.  T. 

The  claim  that  the  netting  is  dutiable  either  at  3  cents  a  pound  and 
-  tents  a  pound  additional  or  at  45  per  cent,  under  paragraph  215,  is 
overruled,  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13502~G.  A.  1804.) 

Needles — Sail,  harness,  and  •mallress  tnakert^  and  upholslerers' . 

Before  the  U,  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Kew  York,  October  27,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  or  the  protect.  ISTBlb-T'tTl.  of  O.  6.  Heinpetead  Ji  Son ,  aaalnat  the  decision  of  Ibe 
™iL«tor  of  cualoma  at  Philadelphia  bs  to  Hie  rale  and  amount  of  dulie*  cbatgeabla  on  oertaln 
needlrn.  imported  per  Lord  CTim,  April  IB,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson.  Oentral  JppraUer. 

The  goods  are  needles  of  the  kinds  used  by  sailmakers,  harness- 
loakers,  mattress-makers,  and  upholsterers. 
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They  were  assessed  for  duty  at  25  per  cent,  under  paragraph  179, 
N.  T.,  and  are  claimed  to  be  exempt  from  duty  as  ''hand  sewing 
needles,"  under  paragraph  656. 

We  find  that  the  needles  are  hand  sewing  needles,  and  sustain  the 

protest. 

I 

(13503-~G.  A.  1805.) 
Manifest  clerical  etTors  i?i  pro  forma  iiivoices. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  ^N^ew  York,  October  27,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  144036-729,  of  Thomas  H.  Stanford,  jr.,  ai^inst  the  decision  of  the 
oolleotor  of  customs  at  Baltimore  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
glassware,  clerical  error  in  invoice,  imported  per  Sedgemore,  August  24, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrktts,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  in  the  absence  of  consular  invoice 
entry  was  made  of  the  merchandise  covered  by  protest  on  pro  forma  in- 
voice. Bond  was  given  by  the  importer  to  produce  a  consular  in- 
voice, and  the  vendor  of  the  goods  was  notified  to  forward  the  same. 
In  due  course  of  mail  a  communication  was  received,  written  in  the 
Italian  language,  with  which  language  the  appellant  was  not  familiar. 

This  document  proved  to  be  a  letter  of  instructions  relative  to  the 
shipment  of  the  goods,  and  referred  therein  to  invoice  Ko.  599.  The 
person  interpreting  the  meaning  of  this  document  erroneously  trans- 
lated No.  599  as  lire  599.  The  appellant,  supposing  this  amount  re- 
ferred to  the  price  paid  for  the  goods,  made  entry  in  the  same.  The 
receipt  of  the  bill  from  the  seller  of  the  goods  for  francs  or  lire  170 
warned  the  appellant  that  an  error  was  made  on  entry,  and  a  correct 
translation  of  the  shipping  instructions  made  the  error  manifest. 

The  facts  above  set  forth  are  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Board  by  the  documents  referred  to,  which  were  submitted  for  car 
examination. 

The  collector  and  naval  officer  concur  in  the  opinion  that  the  excess- 
ive amount  entered  was  due  to  an  error,  and  the  appraiser  reports  that 
the  actual  value  of  the  goods  is  170  francs  or  lire. 

In  our  opinion  an  error  in  translation  is  a  clerical  error,  and  in  this 
case  is  manifest.  A  pro  forma  invoice  stands  in  the  place  of  a  certified 
invoice,  and  a  manifest  clerical  error  therein  can  be  corrected  after 
entry. 

In  our  opinion  the  protest  is  well  taken,  and  is  sustained. 


TT^«   .- 


1219 

(1.3504— G.  A.  1806.) 

DiitidUe  charges — Gost  of  ^^ putting   up  and  knocking  doton^^  machinery 

abroad  not 

Before  the  U,  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  27,.  1892. 

la  the  matter  of  the  protest,  31584 0^16030,  of  T.  C.  Weygandt,  aeainst  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customB  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  machinery, 
imported  per  Taormina,  May  23,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

This  protest  is  lodged  against  the  exaction  of  duty  by  the  collector 
on  an  item  of  expense  stated  in  the  invoice,  and  commonly  known  as 
"setting  up  and  knocking  down  machinery.''  This  expense  is  incurred 
after  the  machinery  is  comj^leted,  and  is  an  additional  sum  paid  by  the 
purchaser  at  his  option  to  determine  if  the  machinery  purchased  at  a 
price  at  which  it  is  freely  offered  for  sale  in  the  principal  markets  of 
the  country  of  exportation  is  imperfect  in  any  respect,  and  is  not  a 
cost,  charge,  or  expense  incident  to  placing  the  goods  in  condition  ready 
to  be  shipped  to  the  United  States. 

The  appraiser  returned  the  invoice  and  entered  value  of  the  mer- 
chandise in  question,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  putting  up  and  knocking 
down,  correct,  but  the  collector  in  the  liquidation  of  the  entry  (inad- 
vertently, as  he  subsequently  reports)  added  this  item  of  expense  to  the 
invoice  and  entered  value  of  the  merchandise,  and  assessed  duty  there- 
on at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T! 

The  actual  value  of  the  machinery  having  been  established  by  legal 
appraisement,  we  are  only  to  decide  whether  the  cost  of  putting  up  or 
knocking  down  the  machinery  is  a  dutiable  chai'ge. 

In  our  opinion  it  is  not,  and  we  accordingly  sustain  the  protest. 


(13505— G.  A.  1807.) 
Chemical  glassware — Barometer  and  thermometer  tubes  not. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  27,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  15261  &-6 109,  of  Herman  Landenber^cr,  ag^ainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargreable  on  certain 
glassware,  imported  per  CaaUehiU,  December  17,  1891. 

opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  are  invoiced  as  (I)  200  kilos  ^^Rohren/'  (2)  20  kilos  *^  Ba- 
rometerrohren,''  and  (3)  10  kilos  '^Thermometerrohren.''  They  were 
aasesLsed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent,  and  are  claimed  to  be  dutiable  as  chem- 
ieal  glassware,  under  paragraph  107,  N.  T. 

We  find  that  the  articles  under  the  second  and  third  headings  are 
glass  tubes,  closed  at  one  end,  with  the  hole  of  a  diameter  not  one- fourth 
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th,e  thickness  of  the  glass ;  that  they  are  designed  for  nse  as  barometer 
and  thermometer  tubes,  and  that  they  are  not  chemical  glassware. 

The  assessment  of  duty  upon  them  is  affirmed. 

The  200  kilos  of  Rohren  are  long  tubes  of  thin  glass,  intended  to  be 
cut  to  sizes  desired.  While  they  might  be  used  for  other  purposes, 
they  are  the  kind  of  tubes  known  as  chemical  glassware,  and  are  com- 
monly and  chiefly  used  in  laboratories. 

The  protest  as  to  this  portion  of  the  merchandise  is  sustained. 


(13506— G.  A.  1808.) 

JSmbroidery — Certain  openwork  dutiable  cut. 

Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28091  a-12544,  of  Neuss,  He86lein.&  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cert&in 
manufactures  of  flax,  embroidered,  imported  per  Scandiat  April  4, 18SK!. 

Opinion  by  Shar&etts,  Oeneral  Appraiier, 

The  goods  in  question  are  linen  tidies  or  covers.  These  tidies,  by 
means  of  drawn  threads  or  by  other  machine  work,  are  made  to  some- 
what resemble  hemstitched  handkerchiefs.  Bunning  in  parallel  lines 
with  the  four  sides  of  the  articles,  and  inwardly  about  half  an  iuch 
from  the  henistitched  effect  before  referred  to,  is  openwork  three-fourths 
of  1  inch  in  width,  constructed  partly  by  hand  and  partly  by  machin- 
ery. The  machine  work  consists  of  drawing  certain  of  the  threads 
together  at  regular  irftervals,  both  in  the  warp  and  the  weft  These 
bunches  or  groups  of  threads  are  then  drawn  compactly  together,  and 
the  superfluous  warp  or  weft  threads,  as  the  case  may  be,  cut  out,  giv- 
ing to  the  bunches,  when  complete,  the  shape  of  hourglasses.  A  cen- 
tral thread  and  a  ^circle  to  each  of  the  several  gwups  Ls  worked  by 
hand,  and  in  the  four  corners  of  the  openwork,  and  also  worked  by 
hand,  are  Maltese  crosses,  all  of  the  cloth  except  the  part  upon  which 
these  crosses  are  worked  being  cut  out,  and  the  edges  of  the  corners 
next  to  the  crosses  fortified  with  a  buttonhole  stitch. 

The  appellants  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  not  commercially  known 
as  embroidery,  but  is  known  as  '*oi>enwork,"  and  that  it  is  dutiable 
at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  371,  N.  T.,  and  not  at  6<> 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  the  rate  assessed  thereon. 

On  the  testimony  of  the  appellants,  and  from  an  examination  of  the 
exhibit,  we  make  these  finding  of  facts : 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  composed  of  flax,  and  contains  more  than 
100  threads  to  the  square  inch,  counting  both  the  warp  and  filling. 
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(2)  It  is  ornamented  by  hand  with  fancy  needlework,  said  work  con- 
stifentiDg  embroidery. 

(3)  It  is  not  commercially  known  as  embroidery,  but  is  openwork. 
On  these  findings,  we  hold  the  claim  of  the  appellants  is  not  well 

fonnded. 
The  protest  is  overruled,  and  the  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13507— G.  A.  1809.) 
DUcriminaiing  duty  (mfree  goods  from  Mexico, 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  199U  h  and  10912  6,  of  O.  W.  Kelley  and  C.  Maduell,  aipainst  the  deoi- 
9ion  of  the  coHecior  of  customs  at  New  Orleans  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charge- 
able on  certain  cedar  logs,  imported  per  Bella  Sara,  September  11, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Shabrstts,  QenenU  Appraiaer. 

These  protests  are  made  against  the  discriminating  duty  of  10  per 
cent  on  free  goods  imported  from  Mexico,  the  claim  of  the  importers 
being  that  the  exaction  is  contrary  to  paragraph  2,  section  2501,  of  the 
Reyised  Statutes  and  section  17  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

These  cases  were  docketed  for  hearing  October  11,  1892,  and  there 
was  no  appearance  made  by  the  appellants.  No  evidence  of  any  kind 
has  been  offered  by  the  appellants  to  establish  the  fact  that  goods  im- 
ported from  Mexico  in  Mexican  vessels  are  entitled  to  an  exemption  from 
the  provisions  of  section  17  by  reason  of  any  treaty  or  act  of  Congress 
in  relation  thereto. 

From  an  examination  of  the  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States 
up  to  and  including  September  11,  1891,  the  date  of  the  entry  of  the 
goods  covered  by  these  protests,  and  of  the  Customs  Regulations  of  the 
Treasury  Department  issued  April  2, 1892,  and  the  decisions  and  cir- 
culars of  the  Treasury  Department  up  to  and  including  April  11, 1891, 
it  would  appear  that  in  fact  no  treaty  has  been  made  by  the  United 
States  and  that  no  act  of  Congress  has  been  passed  which  in  any  way 
affects  section  17  as  regards  the  Republic  of  Mexico. 

It  seems,  therefore,  that  the  appellants'  protests  rest  only  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  discriminating  duties  provided  for  by  section  17  are 
to  be  levied  only  on  goods  that  are  liable  to  duties  under  the  provisions 
of  the  tariff  act.  Regarding  this,  then,  as  the  only  claim  raised  in  the 
protests,  it  may  be  said  that  article  904  of  the  Customs  Regulations 
of  1892  provides  as  follows:  *' Discriminating  duties,  when  imposed, 
apply  to  all  merchandise  not  specially  excepted,  whether  otherwise 
dutiable  or  free."  And  reference  is  made  to  Hadden  v.  Barney,  5  Wal- 
lace, 107. 
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The  first  paragraph  of  section  17,  now  under  review,  is  a  reenactment 
of  the  first  paragraph  of  section  17  of  the  act  of  June  30,  1864.  (See 
tion  2502,  U.  S.  Ee vised  Statutes.)  The  fii^st  paragraph  of  section  17 
of  the  act  of  June  30,  1864,  was  interpreted  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  in  Gautier  v.  Arthur  (104  U.  S.,  345),  and  it  was 
there  said  by  Mr.  Justice  Field,  in  relation  to  the  contention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  th^t  case  that  this  seventeenth  section  imposed  a  duty  upon 
all  goods  imported  by  foreign  vessels,  whether  free  or  subject  to  duty, 
that — 

The  policy  of  discriminating  against  the  importation  by  foreign  ves- 
sels at  all  would  seem  to  require  that  no  distinction  should  be  made  be- 
tween the  two  classes  of  goods.  The  encouragement  of  importation  by 
vessels  of  our  country  would  be  greater  by  extending  the  discrimina 
tion  to  all  goods  than  by  limiting  it  to  those  upon  which  a  duty  was 
previously  imposed.  The  construction  of  the  section  in  harmony  with 
this  view  is  not  an  unreasonable  one.  In  our  judgment,  it  best  carries 
out  the  purposes  of  the  act  in  imposing  a  discrimination,  and  it  eon- 
forms  to  the  construction  which  this  court  in  Haddon  v.  The  Collector, 
reported  in  5th  Wallace,  gave  to  the  succeeding  section  of  the  same 
act,  or  rather  to  one  containing  the  same  provisions. 

Following  the  construction  placed  upon  this  section  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  this  Board  overrules  the  protests  and  affirms  the  action  of  the 
collector  in  assessing  the  discriminating  duty  of  10  per  cent. 


(13508— G.  A.  1810.) 
Clerical  error — Failure  to  add  invoice  charges  on  entry  not 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  90926 a-4375,  of  Jas.  G.  Johnson  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
merchandise,  error  in  entry,  imported  per  Champagne,  December  28, 1^1. 

Opinion  by  Sharsbtts,  Oeneral  AppraUer, 

We  find  as  facts  on  the  face  of  the  papers  that  the  appi^aiser  at  the 
time  of  the  appraisement  of  the  merchandise  in  question  added,  to  make 
market  value  thereof,  a  sum  equal  to  the  difference  between  25  percent 
discount  and  16  per  cent  and  2  per  cent  discount,  and  in  additiou 
thereto  the  value  of  certain  dutiable  charges  appearing  in  the  invoice, 
but  not  included  in  the  invoice  or  entered  value.  The  total  appraiser! 
value  of  the  merchandise  exceeded  by  more  than  10  per  cent  the  entered 
value  thereof.  The  collector  imposed  additional  duty  upon  the  goocK 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  7,  act  June  10,  1890. 

The  appellants  in  their  protest 'do  not  question  the  correctness  of  the 
appraisement  of  the  merchandise,  but  claim  that,  inasmuch  as  the  in- 
voice names  the  dutiable  charges,  consisting  of  cases  and  cartons,  aud 
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states  that  the  specified  value  thereof  is  not  included  in  the  value  of  the 
goods,  their  failure  to  include  the  same  in  the  value  declared  on  entry- 
was  a  manifest  clerical  error,  and  does  not  subject  them  to  the  penalty 
imposed  thereon  under  section  7,  act  June  10,  1890. 

luour  opinion,  the  claim  of  the  appellants  is  not  well  founded. 
Their  failure  to  add  on  entry  certain  charges  appearing  on  the  invoice, 
whether  intentional  or  otherwise,  is  not  a  manifest  clerical  error.  In 
many  cases  in  which  the  Board  has  been  called  upon  to  decide  im- 
porters have  intentionally  omitted  to  add  the  cost  of  boxes  and  cartons 
on  entry,  claiming  the  same  to  be  nondutiable. 

In  the  present  case  the  appraised  value  of  the  merchandise  being  in 
excess  of  10  per  cent  of  the  entered  value,  additional  duty  was,  in. our 
opinion,  correctly  assessed  thereon.  The  protest  is  overruled  and  the 
collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13509— G.  A.  1811.) 
Short  shipment — Remedy  for. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  tlie  protest,  32344  a-1372,  of  Liebmann  Bros.  &.  Owing,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
goods  in  excess,  imported  per  La  Bretagru^  October  1,  1890. 

Opinion  by  Shabbktts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  appellants  in  this  case  say : 

»We  hereby  protest  against  your  assessment  of  duty  at  the  rate  of  50 
per  cent  on  goods  in  excess,  per  La  Bretagne,  October  1, 1890,  returned 
as  luanufactures  of  silk,  *  *  *  claiming  that  said  goods  were  short, 
per  La  Bourgogne,  September  23,  1890 ;  the  duty  was  paid  on  them  at 
that  time  and  has  not  been  refunded,  and  that  duty  should  not  be  de- 
manded on  the  same  article  twice. 

The  protest  is  given  in  full,  as  it  explains  the  appellants'  contention. 

In  the  absence  of  fraudulent  intent,  the  collector  seems  to  have  acted 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sectiop  2901,  Kevised  Statutes. 
If  the  merchandise  was  short-shipped  in  a  previous  importation,  as  al- 
leged by  the  appellants,  they  had  their  remedy  under  the  statutes,  and 
an  allowance  would  have  been  made  for  the  missing  goods  upon  appli- 
cation to  the  collector  and  a  compliance  with  the  law  governing  such 
cases.  Having  failed  to  claim  a  shortage  in  the  previous  importation, 
the  importers  can  not  legally  offset  such  deficiency  with  a  correspond- 
ing' exceas  of  merchandise  over  and  above  the  specified  invoice  quantity 
in  a  subsequent  importation. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 
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(13610— G.  A.  1812.) 

Tare,  allowance  for — Wrappings  of  leaf  tobacco. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28,  181^2. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  29321  a-*12935,  of  M.  Ahenheim  Si  Co.,  affainst  the  decisfon  of  the  col- 
lector of  cuBtonaa  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
wrappin|j(8  of  leaf  tobacco,  imported  per  Obdam^  March  26, 18^. 

Opinion  by  Bhabrbxts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  on  the  face  of  the  papers  that  at  the  time  of  makiug 
entry  the  consignees  requested  that  the  invoice  tare  on  certain  Samatra 
tobacco  imported  by  them  be  allowed  in  the  liquidation  of  their  entry. 
The  collector  and  naval  officer  saw  fit  to  comply  with  the  consignee's 
reqjaest,  and  estimated  the  tare  in  accordance  with  the  specifications  in 
the  invoice. 

The  appellants  subsequently  discovered  that  the  invoice  tare  covered 
the  inside  wrappings  but  not  the  outside  bagging,  amounting  to  about 
4i  pounds  per  bale.  The  United  States  weigher  reported  that  the  in- 
voice tare  did  not  include  the  outside  wrappings,  and  the  appellants 
protested  against  the  assessment  of  duty  at  the  rate  of  $2  per  pound  on 
more  than  the  actual  weight  of  the  tobacco. 

Section  2898  provides  that  in  estimating  the  allowance  fo  tare  on  all 
chests,  boxes,  casks,  bags,  or  other  envelopes  or  coverings  of  all  articles 
imported  liable  to  pay  any  duty,  when  the  invoice  is  produced  at  the 
time  of  making  entry  therefor  and  the  tare  shall  be  specified  therein, 
the  collector,  if  he  sees  fit,  or  the  collector  and  the  naval  officer,  if  any, 
if  they  see  fit,  may,  with  the  consent  of  the  consignee,  estimate  the  tare 
according  to  such  invoice,  but  in  all  other  cases  the  real  tare  shall  be 
allowed. 

Ii\  the  present  case  the  collector  seems  to  have  acted  in  conformity 
w^ith  the  terms  of  this  statute,  and  the  appellants  having  given  tlieir 
consent,  are  bound  thereby. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 


(13511— G.  A.  1813.) 
Depreciated  currency — Italian  lira. 


•> 


Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28, 1892 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  27494  a  and  28367  a,  of  Louis  Contencin  &  Son,  afrainst  the  decision  of 
the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chaiveable  on  cer- 
tain merchandise,  value  of  Italian  lira,  imported  per  Pawnee^  April  6, 1892,  and  Salvatort,  April 
23,1892. 

Opinion  by  Shabrettts,  Qenerol  Appraiter. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  on  the  face  of  the  papers  that  certain 
merchandise  was  shipped  from  Messina,  Italy,  on  or  about  March  3, 
1892,  and  entered  for  consumption  at  the  port  of  New  York  April  27 
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1892.  The  invoice  covering  the  goods  was  made  out  in  a  depreciated 
cairency,  the  value  of  which  currency  was  said  to  be  97  per  cent  as 
compared  with  the  corresponding  standard  coin  currency  of  the  coun- 
try of  exportation. 

In  the  liquidation  of  the  entry  the  collector  disregarded  the  consul's 
<?ertificate  of  the  depreciated  value  of  the  currency  actually  paid  for  the 
merchandise,  and  estimated  the  value  of  said  currency  to  be  19.3,  the 
l^lly  proclaimed  value  of  the  lira,  the  standard  coin  currency  of  Italy. 
Against  this  action  of  the  collector  the  appellants  entered  protest,  and 
that  protest  now.  comes  before  the  Board  for  decision. 

Section  2903,  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  provides  that 
"The  President  may  cause  to  be  established  fit  and  proper  regulations 
for  estimating  the  duties  on  merchandise  imported  into  the  United 
States,  in  respect  to  which  the  original  cost  shall  be  exhibited  in  a  de- 
preciated currency  issued  and  circulated  under  authority  of  any  foreign 
government. '^  In  conformity  with  this  statute  the  President,  on  Au- 
gust 11,  1892,  issued  an  order  establishing  such  regulations. 

The  Unit^  States  consul  at  Messina  has  complied  with  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  President,  and  on  Form  144,  prescribed  in  the  executive 
order  of  August  11,  1892,  established  the  value  of  the  depreciated  cur- 
rency paid  for  the  merchandise  in  question. 

The  facts  presented  justify  us  in  holding  that  the  claim  of  the  appel- 
lants was  well  founded.    The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained. 


(13512— G.  A.  1814.) 
Steel  in  coal-oil  barrels. 
Before  the  U.  S.  Cteneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  83072 a-18488,  of  Miller  &  Van  Winkle,  againgt  the  decision  of  the 
eolleotor  of  caatoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
■teel,  imported  per  Nomadic^  June  14, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Shabrbtxb,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

The  facts  in  this  case  appearing  on  the  face  of  the  papers  are  as  fol- 
lows, namely:  The  appellants  purchased  abroad  certain  strips  or  forms 
of  steel  not  otherwise  provided  for  in  the  tariff  act  than  in  paragraph 
146,  X.  T,  The  price  paid  for  this  steel  was  less  than  3  cents  per  pound. 
They  also  purchased  coal-oil  barrels  of  American  manufacture,  in  which 
the  steel  was  packed  for  transportation  to  the  United  States.  The  cost 
of  the  barrels  and  packing  charges  added  to  the  value  of  the  steel  made 
the  total  cost  thereof  more  than  3  cents  per  pound. 

The  collector  accordingly  assessed  duty  on  the  steel  at  1.6  cents  per 
pound,  under  paragraph  146,  N.  T. 
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The  appellants  in  their  protest  claim  that  the  Araericau  coal-oil  bar 
rels  being  entitled  to  free  entry  on  their  return  to  the  United  States, 
the  collector  erred  in  adding  the  value  thereof  to  the  steel  strips.  This 
contention,  in  our  opinion^  is  not  well  founded.  Section  19,  act  of  June 
10,  1890,  provides  that  whenever  merchandise  is  subject  to  an  ad 
valorem  duty  based  upon  or  regulated  in  any  manner  by  the  value 
thereof  the  duty  shall  be  assessed  upon  the  actual  market  value  or 
wholesale  price,  *  *  *  including  the  value  of  *  *  *  coverings 
of  any  kind,  and  all  other  costs,  charges,  and  expense^  incident  to 
placing  the  merchandise  in  condition  packed  ready  for  shipment  to  the 
United  States,  etc. 

The  merchandise  in  question' is  subject  to  a  duty  regulated  by  the 
value  thereof,  and  the  barrels  were  purchased  and  used  as  coverings 
therefor.  It  is  not  deemed  material  by  us  to  inquire  if,  as  alleged  by 
the  appellants,  the  barrels  would  have  been  entitled  to  free  entry  if 
imported  empty.  The  facts  justify  us  in  holding  that  the  collector 
committed  no  error  in  adding  the  invoice  value  of  the  barrels,  togeth«^r 
with  the  cost  and  expenses  of  placing  the  merchandise  i.n  condition 
packed  ready  for  shipment  to  the  United  States,  to  the  value  of  the 
steel  in  the  ascertainment  of  its  dutiable  value. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13513— G.  A.  1815.) 

CoveHngs^  iisual — Jars  containing  fish  paste,  etc. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  29576a  and  30119a,  of  l*ark  A  Ttlford  and  Acker,  Merrall  &  Contlit. 
against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of 
duties  diargcable  on  certain  jars  oontaining  fish  paste,  anchovy  sauce,  etc,,  imported  per 
Europe,  June  1,  1891,  and  France,  August  4, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sbarbbtts,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

Decorated  earthenware  jars  filled  with  fish  paste,  anchovy  and  other 
sauc^,  are  the  subjects  of  the  present  protests.  Duty  was  assessed  upon 
the  saucers  and  jars  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  an  additional  duty  of 
60  per  cent  ad  valorem  was  exacted  on  the  jars,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  section  19,  act  of  June  10,  1890,  applicable  to  unusual 
coverings. 

The  appellants  in  their  protests  claim  that  the  jars  are  the  usual  cov- 
erings for  sauces  of  the  kind  contained  therein,  and  are  not  subject  to 
the  additional  duty  imposed  thereon,  but  that  they  are  properly  duti- 
able at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  101,  act  of  October  1. 
1890. 


I 
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The  collector  admits,  and  we  so  find,  that  the  jars  in  question  are  not 
uDQsiial  coverings,  but  holds  that  the  appellants  have  mistaken  their 
remedy  in  claiming  them  to  be  dutiable  at  60  percent  instead  of  at  the 
rate  applicable  to  their  contents,  namely,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
I  The  Board  has  frequently  held  that  when  importers  claim  merchan- 
dise to  be  dutiable  under  a  specified  paragraph  it  can  only  pass  upon 
the  issue  raised  in  the  protest,  and  decide  whether  the  merchandise  is  or 
is  not  dutiable  under  the  paragraph  named.  The  courts  have  affirmed 
the  correctness  of  their  decisions  in  two  instances.  The  present  case^ 
however,  is  not,  in  our  opinion,  covered  by  the  decisions  referred  to. 

These  protests  raise  two  questions  for  our  determination,  namely : 

(1)  Is  the  merchandise  subject  to  additional  duty! 
•(2)  If  it  is  not  subject  to  additional  duty,  is  it  dutiable  at  60  percent 
ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  101,  as  claimed  by  the  appellants? 

In  our  opinion,  these  claims  are  separate  and  distinct,  and  must  be 
decided  in  accordance  with  the  facts  as  to  each. 

We  hold  that  the  claim  of  the  appellants  that  the  merchandise  is  not 
^object  to  additional  duty  is  well  founded,  and  to  this  extent  the  pro- 
fit is  sustained.  We  overrule  their  protest  that  the  goods  are  duti- 
able at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  101,  and  the  collect- 
ors assessment  of  duty  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem  thereon  stands. 


(13514— G.  A.  1816.) 

Dutiable  charges — Inland  transpoHation  of  rugs  to  Smyrna. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  October  28,  1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest,  2G961  a-12200,  of  Henry  Bentell,  asfninflt  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  Kaist  India 
rujcs,  transportation  charges,  imported  per  Aurania,  March  30, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sharketts,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  facts  in  this  case  that  the  merchandise  was  purchased  at 
Smyrna,  in  Turkey,  where  the  iu voice  was  made  out  and  authenticated 
before  the  consul.  Included  in  the  items  of  charges  appearing  on  the 
invoice,  and  not  included  in  the  entered  value  of  the  merchandise,  are 
certain  charges  for  conveyance  to  Smyrna.  The  appraiser  added  to  the 
entered  value  to  make  market  value  a  sum  equal  to  the  charges  for  inland 
transportation,  and  the  collector  assessed  duty  on  the  appraised  value 
of  the  goods.  In  our  opinion,  the  collector's  action  was  correct. 
Smyrna  is  one  of  the  principal  markets  of  Turkey.  The  dutiable  value 
of  the  goods  is  their  value  at  Smyrna,  including  all  transportation 
charges  to  that  point. 

We  overrule  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 


jnnr,) 

I>ocameni  No.  1579.       > 
SecrdUuTf — Outom*.        ) 

DECISIONS  UNDER  THE  TARIFF  AND  NAVIGATION  UWS,  ETC.,  DECEMBER,  1892. 


Tkeasuby  Depaktmbnt, 

Office  of  the  Secbetaby, 
Wdshington^  D.  C,  January  3,  1898. 
To  Offioees  of  the  Customs  : 

The  fc^owlng  decisions  of  the  Department  and  of  the  Board  of 
XTnited  States  General  Appraisers  at  the  port  of  New  York,  in  the  months 
of  Xovembet  and  December,  1892,  upon  the  construction  to  be  given  to 
acte  of  Ck>ngress  relating  to  the  tariff,  navigation,  and  other  subjects, 
are  published  for  the  information  and  guidance  of  officers  of  the  cu6- 
toms  and  others  concerned.  The  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers  will  go  into  effect  after  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  thereof,  unless,  in  the  meanwhile,  appeal  has  been  taken  under  the 
provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  in  which  case  you 
will  be  advised,  and  action  will  be  suspended  under  such  decisions  un- 
til the  questions  involved  are  judicially  determined.     (See  circular  of 

November  15,  1890,  Synopsis  10369.) 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary, 

(13515.) 
American  citizens  as  steerage  passengers. 

,    [Telegram.] 

Teeasury  Department,  December  3,  1892. 

In  the  execution  of  Circular  191,  the  passenger  manifest  and  state- 
ments of  the  agents  of  the  steamship  companies  that  the  people  in  the 
st-eerage  are  American  citizens  or  residents  and  their  families,  may  be 
considered  as  prima  facie  evidence  for  the  entrance  of  the  vessel. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 
(4194/.)  •  Acting  Secretary. 

Ooi-i-bctob  of  Customs,  New  York. 

83  (1229) 
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(13516.) 

Importation  of  salted  sheepskins. 

I 

TjBBASUJaY  Department,  December  S^  1892. 

Snt :  The  honorable  Secretary  of  Agriculture  haa  advised  this  De- 
partment that  salted  sheepskins,  if  found  free  from  disease  on  arrivaL 
and  accompanied  by  veterinary  certificates  from  the  port  of  shipment 
stating  that  they  come  from  animals  free  from  disease,  may  be  admitted 
to  entry.    . 

You  will  govern  your  action  in  such  cases  accordingly. 
Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(4194/.)  Acting  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  BaUimore^  Md. 


(13517.) 

* 

Importation  of  photographs  by  maU. 

Treasury  Department,  December  6,  1892. 

Sir:  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  2d  instant, 
requesting  a  refund  of  duties,  amounting  to  $3.75,  recently  paid  by  you 
on  certain  unmounted  photographs  imported  through  the  foreign  mails. 

In  reply  to  the  several  questions  contained  in  your  letter,  I  have  to 
inform  you  that  personal  effects  are  entitled  to  free  entry  only  when 
actually  accompanying  passengera  arriving  in  the  United  States.  (Par- 
agraph 752,  act  of  October  1,  1890.)  It  is  the  practice  to  admit  un- 
mounted photographs  to  free  entry  as  pei'sonal  effects  if.  imported  iu 
small  quantities  and  actually  accompanying  persons  arriving  in  the 
United  States. 

Unmounted  photographs  imported  through  the  mails  are  not  per- 
sonal effects  accompanying  passengers  arriving  in  the  United  States, 
and  are,  therefore,  not  entitled  to  free  entry  under  the  law,  but  become 
dutiable  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  423,  act  of  October  1,  ISOO. 

Your  request  for  refund  is  therefore  denied. 
Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2211  g. )  .  Assistant  Secretary. 

Mr  W.  H.  Williams,  Kansas  OUy,  Mo. 
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(13518.) 

Wearing  apparel  andpersmial  effects. 

Treasury  Department,  December  6,  1892. 

SiK :  The  Department  duly  received  your  letter  of  October  31  last,  in 
which  you  inquire  whether  certain  decisions  of  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers  operate  to  modify  the  regulations  in  regard  to  the  free 
entry  of  wearing  apparel  and  personal  effects  under  paragraph  752, 
act  of  October  1,  1890,  contained  in  the  Department's  circular  of  Sep- 
tember 12,  1891  (SyHopsis  11762). 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  instructions  contained  in 

said  circular  should  be  carried  into  effect  until  revoked  or  modified  by 

the  Department. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2028  g. )  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  San-  Francisco,  Cat. 


(13519.) 

•  4 

Iree  entry  of  water  colors  of  American  origin  sent  abroad  for  engraving 

purposes. 

Treasury  Department,  December  6,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter,  dated  New  York,  the 

2d  instant,  from  Messrs.  Knoedler  &  Co.,  in  which  application  is  made 

for  the  free  entry  of  a  case  marked  **M.  K.  &  Co.  342,"  containing  two 

water  colors,  imported  per  steamer  La  Gascogne,  on  the  28th  ultimo. 
•  • 

The  parties  state  that  the  pictures  were  painted  by  the  American 
artist,  W.  T.  Eichards,  of  Newport,  E.  I.,  and  were  sent  abroad  for  en- 
graving  purposes,  and  are  now  returned  without  any  change  in  their 
condition. 

If  the  pictures  were  painted  abroad  by  Mr.  Eichards,  the  fact  that 
they  were  once  admitted  free  under  paragraph  757  of  the  act  of  Octo- 
ber 1,  1890,  will  not  operate  as  a  bar  to  their  free  admission  now ;  if 
painted  in  this  country,  free  entry  may  be  accorded  thereto,  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  493  of  said  act,  the  Department  hereby  waiv- 
ing the  record  evidence  of  exportation  of  the  goods. 

You  will  be  governed  accordingly. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2212^.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  OF  Customs,  New  York. 
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(13520.) 

Instructions  for  discontinuance  of  bonded  route  of  Oregon  Short  Line  and 

Utah  Northern  Railway  Company. 

Tkeasuby  Department,  December  7, 1S92. 

Sir  :  The  Department  has  received  a  communication  on  behalf  of 
the  Oregon  Short  Line  and  Utah  Northern  Eailway  Company  for  the 
discontinuance  of  its  route  covered  by  the  bond  approved  August  1, 
1890,  under  which  unappraised  merchandise  in  bond  is  transported  to 
your  port. 

The  discontinuance  of  said  route  is  hereby  authorized,  and  you  are 
instructed  to  note  the  fact  and  date  upon  the  copy  of  the  bond  approved, 
as  above  stated,  August  1,  1890,  now  on  file  in  your  office,  and  to* re- 
tain the  same  without  cancellation,  to  meet  any  liability  which  may 
have  accrued  thereunder. 

EespectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
Collector  of  Customs,  Portland,  Oregon. 


(13521.) 
Gunstocks^  classification  of. 

Treasury  Department,  December  7,  1892. 

Sir  :  Referring  to  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  United  States  General 
Appraisers  (G.  A.  223)  on  incomplete  guns,  I  inclose  herewith  for  your 
information  a  copy  of  a  judgment  rendered  by  the-  United  States 
Supreme  Court  on  the  7th  ultimo  (No.  690,  October  term,  1892),  in  the 
matter  of  the  appeal  of  the  United  States  v.  Schoverling,  Daly  &  Gales, 
involving  the  classification  of  ^^gunstocks  with  locks  and  mountiDgs,'' 
the  judgment  being  in  favor  of  the  defendants. 

The  facts  in  the  case  are  as  follows :  On  the  20th  of  October,  1890, 
the  defendants  imported  into  New  York  certain  twelve  finished  gun- 
stocks  with  locks  and  mountings,  upon  which  the  collector  asse^ed 
duty  at  the  rate  of  $1.50  each,  and  in  addition  35  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph"  170  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  as 
'*  double-barreled,  sporting,  breech-loading  shotguns  valued  at  not 
more  than  six  dollars  each,"  the  defendants  claiming  that  the  articles 
were  dutiable  only  at  the  rate  of  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the 
further  provision  in  said  act  (paragraph  215)  for  "  manufactures,"  arti- 
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des,  or  wares  not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for  in  this  act, 
composed  wholly  or  in  part  of  *  *  *  steel,"  and  that  they  were 
simply  parts  or  accompaniments  intended  for  use  in  the  manufacture 
of  goDS  or  muskets,  and  were  not  guns  or  muskets,  and  could  not  be 
classed  as  such  completed  commodities ;  that  under  the  provisions  of 
section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  the  collector  forwarded  the 
papers  in  the  case  to  the  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers 
sitting  at  New  York,  for  a  decision,  and,  on  the  22d  of  December, 
1890,  the  board  afiftrmed  the  decision  of  the  collector  (Synopsis  10573, 
G.  A.  223).  The  testimony  in  the  case  having  developed  the  fact  that 
the  defendants  had  an  agreement  with  another  firm  by  which  the  latter 
were  to  order  the  barrels  for  these  goods,  with  the  mutual  expectation 
that  the  stocks  and  barrels  after  arriving  at  the  port  of  New  York 
were  to  be  put  together  so  as  to  make  complete  guns,  the  board  stated 
in  its  decision  that  **if  the  importation  in  question  was  simply  one  of 
gunstocks,  without  the  gun  barrels  required  to  make  a  complete  fire- 
arm, and  the  case  rested  here,  the  articles  could  not  be  regarded  as 
completed  guns,  so  as  to  justify  their  classification  as  snch  under 
paragraph  170  of  the  present  tariff  law  ; "  and  concluded  its  decision 
in  the  following  langucLge:  "With  every  disposition  to  construe 
the  tariff  laws  favorably  to  importers,  so  far  as  to  give  them  the  benefit  of 
all  reasonable  doubts,  we  can  safely  reach  no  other  conclusion  than 
that  such  a  mode  of  evading  the  payment  of  duties  can  not  be  safely 
tolerated.  It  would  lead  to  the  encouragement  of  a  low  standard  of 
commercial  morality,  and  operate  with  injustice  upon  the  interest  of 
other  importers  who  are  disposed  to  deal  fairly  with  the  Government, 
by  refusal  to  resort  to  such  subterfuges." 

Upon  the  rendition  of  this  decision,  and  under  the  privilege  con- 
ferred by  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  the 
importers  took  an  appeal  to  the  United  States  circuit  court  at  New 
York,  and,  on  the  20th  of  March,  1891,  said  court  entered  an  order 
reversing  and  setting  aside  the  decision  of  the  collector  and  that  of  the 
Board  of  General  Appraisers,  and  adjudged  that  the  merchandise 
should  have  been  classified  and  assessed  with  duty  at  the  rate  of  45 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215  of  the  act  of  October  1, 1890, 
as  claimed  by  the  importers,  it  being  stated  by  the  court  that  there 
was  no  evidence  that  the  articles  were  ever  assembled  or  brought  to- 
gether with  the  gun  barrels  on  the  other  side  ;  that,  for  all  that  ap- 
peared, the  gunstocks  might  have  been  bought  from  one  manufacturer 
and  the  gun  barrels  from  another,  and  that  there  was  nothing  in  the 
siiipment  in  question  except  gunstocks  mounted,  articles  which  were 
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properly  described  in  the  act  only  by  the  phrase  ^^  manufactures  com- 
posed wholly  or  in  part  of  metal,"  and  that,  therefore,  they  should  pay 
duty  as  such,  and  no  other. 

Upon  the  rendition  of  this  decision,  the  United  States  Attorney- 
General,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the 
act  of  June  10,  1890,  applied  for  the  allowance  of  an  appeal  to  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court,  and  the  application  being  allowed,  the 
judgment  of  that  court  was  handed  down  by  Mr.  Justice  Blatchford  on 
the  7th  ultimo,  as  before  stated,  the  following  language  being  used: 
"We  are  of  opinion  that  the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  must  be  af- 
firmed. *  *  *  There  is  not  in  the  statute,  in  paragraph  170,  or  else- 
where, any  imposition  of  duty  on  parts  of  breech-loading  shotguns, 
except  ihe  provision  in  paragraph  215.  There  is  no  duty  otherwise 
imposed  on  materials  for  such  guns.  *  *  *  Iq  the  present  case,  the 
intent  of  the  importers  to  put  the  gunstocks  with  barrels  separately 
imported,  so  as  to  make  here  completed  guns  for  sale,  can  not  affect 
the  rate  of  duty  on  the  gunstocks  as  a  separate  importation." 

You  are  therefore  hereby  authorized  to  take  measures  for  refunding 
the  excess  of  duty  exacted  on  the  importation  covered  by  this  suit,  and 
to  apply  this  decision  to  all  cases  pending  at  your  port  where  the  re- 
quirements of  law  as  to  protest^  institution  of  suit,  etc,  have  been  com- 
plied with. 

EespectMly,  yours,  O.  L.  SPAULDINQ, 

(5989/. )  Assistant  Secretary, 

CoLLEOTOB  OF  CusTOMg,  Ifew  York. 


(13522.) 

Immigration  of  fathers^  mothers^  brothers^  and  sisters  of  citizens  of  tte 

United  States, 

Treasury  Department,  December  5,  1892. 

Gentlemen  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  5th  instant,  you  are  in- 
formed that  while  the  Department  has  heretofore  decided  that  the 
wives  and  children  of  residents  and  citizens  of  the  United  States  ar- 
riving in  this  country  ^s  steerage  passengers  are  relieved  from  the 
restrictions  concerning  immigrants  set  forth  in  Department's  circulars 
of  September  1,  1892,  and  the  16th  ultimo,  such  privilege  can  DOt  be 
accorded  to  the  fathers,  mothers,  brothers,  or  sisters  of  such  residents 
and  citizens. 

Respectfully,  yours,  .    O.  L.  SPAULDDTG, 

(4194/.)  Assistant  Secretary, 

Allan  Line  Royal  Mail  Steamships,  BwAon^  Mass, 
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(13623.) 
Sale  of  cigarSj  cigarettes^  and  tobacco. 

Treasitby  Depabtment,  Deceniber  IS,  1892. 

Sib:  The  Department  is  in  receipt,  by  reference  from  the  Commis* 
doner  of  Internal  Bevenae,  of  your  letter  of  the  5th  Instant  addressed 
to  him  in  regard  to  the  destruction,  as  provided  in  section  3369,  Be- 
vised  Statutes,  of  certain  cigars,  cigarettes,  and  smoking  and  chewing 
tobacco  seized  for  violation  of  the  revenue  laws. 

Yon  report  that  the  articles  on  being  offered  for  sale  at  public  auc- 
tion failed  to  bring  a  price  equal  to  the  tax  (customs  and  internal  rev- 
enne)  due  thereon. 

As  it  appears  from  your  letter  that  the  amount  offered  in  each  case 
exceeded  the  internal-revenue  tax,  the  amounts  should  have  been  ac- 
cepted, in  view  of  the  decision  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  in 
the  case  of  United  States  v.  Fifty-nine  Demijohns  Aqu^diente  and 
Four  Barrels  of  Cigarettes  (Federal  Reporter,  Vol.  39,  p.  401),  in 
which  it  was  held  that  ''there  is  no  prohibition  against  selling  cigar- 
ettes when  they  bring  more  than  enough  to  pay  the  internal-revenue 
tax,  notwithstanding  they  may  not  bring  enough  to  pay  the  import 
duties." 

Yon  will  therefore  retain  the  articles  in  question  in  your  custody 

and  offer  them  for  sale  at  the  next  sale  of  seized  goods. 

EespectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDDTG, 

(2257^.)  Aaeistant  Secretary. 

CoLLECTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  New  OrleanSj  La. 


(13524.) 

Approving  bond  of  Winthrop  Steamship  Company  as  common  carrier  for 

the  transportation  of  appraised  merchandise. 

Tbeastjby  Depabtment,  Deceniber  i4,  1892. 

Sib  ;  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  the  9th  instant, 
transmitting  the  bond  in  duplicate  of  the  Winthrop  Steamship  Com- 
pany as  a  common  carrier  for  the  transportation  of  dutiable  appraised 
merchandise,  said  bond  being  in  lieu  of  that  of  the  company  named  ap- 
proved August  31,  1892. 

The  bond  is  hereby  approved,  and  one  copy  thereof  herewith  inclosed^ 
to  be  placed  upon  the  files  of  your  office. 
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Under  its  bond  the  company  named  is  authorized  to  transport  ap- 
praised merchandise  in  bond  between  any  places  in  the  United  Stat-es 
which  have  been  or  may  be  hereafter  designated  by  law  as  ports  of  en- 
try or' delivery,  provided  such  places  may  be  reached  by  steamships  or 
other  vessels  owned  or  controlled  by  said  comx>any  and  plying  coa^- 
wise.  In  all  cases  where  other  vessels  than  those  owned  by  said  com- 
pany are  used  they  shall  be  distinctly  marked  "Winthrop  Steamdiip 
Company.'' 

You  will  note  the  fact  and  date  of  the  rebonding  upon  the  copy  of 
the  bond  approved,  as  above  stated,  August  31, 1892,  now  in  your  pa^- 
sesslon,  and  retain  the  same  without  cancellation  to  meet  any  liability 
which  may  have  accrued  thereunder. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13525.) 
8(yi'ee7iSj  classijieatum  of. 

Tbeasuky  Depabtment,  December  16,  1892. 

Sib  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  9th  instant, 
from  the  United  States  district  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  New 
York,  in  which  he  reports  that  the  judgment  as  to  certain  screens  im- 
ported at  your  port,  rendered  by  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  his 
district,  in  the  case  of  the  Americsgi  Trading  Company  v.  Daniel  Ma- 
gone  (N.  S.  13843),  from  which  an  appeal  was  taken  to  the  United 
States  circuit  court  of  apx)eals,  was,  on  the  6th  instant,  affirmed  by  that 
court. 

The  facts  in  this  suit  appear  to  be  that  the  plaintiffs  made  certain 
importations  in  October  and  December,  1883,  of  a  number  of  oniinary 
movable  screens,  such  as  are  used  in  dwelling  houses  or  other  places  to 
intercept  heat,  light,  or  currents  of  air,  or  to  conceal  objects  or  pf»r- 
tions  of  the  room ;  that  they  were  composed  of  paper,  wood,  and  metal, 
and  were  about  4}  feet  high,  some  having  three  and  some  having  four 
folds ;  that  the  value  of  the  metal  was  from  15  to  16  x>er  cent  of  the 
whole  value  the  value  of  the  wood  from  20  to  22  per  cent,  and  the 
value  of  the  paper  from  62  to  65  per  cent,  and  that  at  and  prior  to  the 
act  of  March  3,  1883,  such  screens  were  known  in  trade  and  commerce 
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as  *^];)aper  screens.''  Upon  this  class  of  merchandise  the  collector 
assessed  dutj^  under  paragraph  378  of  the  act  of  1883,  which  reads  as 
follows : 

Carpets  and  carpetings  of  wool,  flax,  or  cotton,  or  parts  of  either  or 
other  material,  not  otherwise  herein  specified,  40  per  cent  ad  valorem ; 
and  mats,  rugs,  screens,  covers,  hassocks,  bedsides,  and  other  portions 
of  cari)ets  or  carpetings,  shall  be  subjected  to  the  rate  of  duty  herein 
imposed  on  carpets  or  carpetings  of  like  character  or  description ;  and 
the  duty  on  all  other  mats  not  exclusively  of  vegetable  material,  screens, 
hassocks,  and  rugs,  shall  be  40  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Against  this  classification  the  plaintiff  duly  protested,  claiming  that 
the  screens  were  dutiable  under  the  provisions  of  pai*agraph  388, 
Schedule  ^*M,"  of  the  same  act,  at  the  rate  of  15  per  cent  ad  valorem » 
as  "paper,  manufactures  of,  or  of  which  paper  is  a  component  material, 
not  specially  enumerated  or  provided  for  in  this  act,"  and  brought  suit 
under  the  provisions  of  section  2931  of  the  Eevised  Statutes,  and  under 
date  of  the  3d  of  February,  1891,  the  court  directed  a  verdict  in  their 
favor,  whereupon,  by  the  advice  of  the  United  States  Attorney-Gen- 
eral, the  case  was  appealed  to  the  United,  States  Supreme  Court  and 
afterwards  relegated  to  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals,  with 
the  result  aforesaid. 

You  are  hereby  authorized,  in  view  of  the  above,  to  take  measures 

looking  to  the  payment  of  said  judgment  and  to  apply  the  decision  in 

settlement  of  other  similar  cases  pending  at  your  i)ort. 

Besx)ectfnlly,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(161 1).)  Assistant  Secretary. 

CoLLEOTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  New  York. 


(13526.) 
Table  mirrorSj  ^^ circles,^ ^  or  ^^plateavs.^^ 

Treasury  Department,  December  17,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  14th  instant^ 
from  the  United  Stfites  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York, 
in  which  he  reports  that  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals  on 
the  13th  instant  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  court  below  in  fttvor  of  the 
importers  in  t&e  matter  of  the  classification  of  certain  table  mirrors^ 
^^drcles,''  or  "plateaus,''  imported  by  Maddock  &  Steele  (suit No.  428). 

The  facts  in  the  case  appear  to  be  that  in  July,  1890,  the  parties  im- 
ported, per  the  Bunic,  the  articles  in  question,  which  were  returned  for 
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duty  as  manufactareB  of  glass,  under  paragraph  143  of  the  act  of  Maxwell 
3;  1883,  at  the  rate  of  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  the  importers  claiming 
the  same  to  be  datiable  as  cast  polished  plate  glass,  silvered  or  looking- 
glass  plates,  according  to  their  measurement  by  the  square  foot,  ^viritli 
30  i)er  cent  ad  valorem  added  for  frames,  under  the  provisions  of  pa.r- 
agraphs  141  and  142  of  said  act ;  that  the  parties  appealed  to  the  Boax<l 
of  General  Appraisers  under  the  provisions  of  section  14  of  the  act  of 
June  10,  1890,  and  on  the  4th  of  March,  1891,  the  said  board  affirine<l 
the  decision  of  the  collector,  using  the  following  language :  ''  It  is  mani  - 
fest  that  the  articles  in  question  are  not  the  ^'looking-glass  plates"  re- 
ferred to  in  the  above  paragraph,  but  are  manu&ctures  of  plate  glass 
into  distinct  articles  which  are  devoted  entirely  to  a  new  and  separate 
use,"  whereupon  the  parties,  under  provisions  of  section  15  of  said  act^ 
appealed  to  the  courts  with  the  result  as  before  said. 

In  view  of  the  above,  you  are  hereby  authorized  to  take  measures 
looking  to  the  payment  of  the  duties  exacted  in  excess  in  this  case,  and 
to  apply  this  ruling  to  all  similar  cases  pending  at  your  x)ort  where  the 
requirements  of  law  have  been  duly  complied  with. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  8PAULDING, 

(9992/. )  Assidavt  Secreiary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  Tork. 


,(13627.) 
Bolting  cloth. 

Teeasuby  Depabtment,  Deeetnber  17 j  1892. 

Sib  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  dated  the  14th  instant, 
from  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York, 
in  which  he  reports  that  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals,  on 
the  13th  instant,  handed  down  its  decision  in  the  matter  of  certain  im- 
X)ortations  of  bolting  cloth  made  by  Van  Blankensteyn  &  HenniDgs 
(suit  No.  437),  affirming  the  decision  of  the  United  States  circuit  court 
at  New  Tork  in  favor  of  the  importers. 

The  facts  in  the  case  appear  to  be  that  in  July  and  August,  1890, 
these  parties  imported  certain  bolting  cloth,  which  was  classified  for 
duty  by  the  collector  at  the  rate  of  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  par- 
agraph 383  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1883,  as  merchandise  not  sx>ecial]y 
enumerated  or  provided  for,  made  of  silk  or  of  which  silk  is  the  com- 
ponent material  of  chief  value,  the  importers  claiming  the  merohan- 
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dise  to  be  free  of  dnty,  under  paragraph  657  of  said  act,  as  ^'bolting 
dochs;"  that  the  parties  protested  and  brought  the  case  before  the 
\  Board  of  General  Appraisers,  which  board,  on  the  11th  of  March,  1891, 
:  affirmed  the  decision  of  the  collector ;  that  an  appeal  was  taken  by  the 
!  importers  to  the  courts,  under  the  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  act 
-  of  June  10,  1890,  with  the  result  as  aforesaid. 

In  the  report  of  the  United  States  attorney  upon  the  trial  of  the  case 
ii\  the  lower  court,  he  states  that  the  evidence  showed  that  the  mer- 
chandise was  known  in  the  trade  and  commerce  of  this  country  as 
**boltii]g  cloth,"  and  was  bought  and  sold  under  that  name,  but  that 
the  particular  merchandise  in  suit  was  not  used  for  milling  purposes, 
▼bich  is  understood  to  be  the  general  use  to  which  bolting  cloth  is 
;  put  bat  was  used  for  fancy  work  or  to  be  embroi4ered,  and  that  the 
eoGTt  held  that  all  the  force  of  the  evidence  submitted  by  the  importers 
vas  to  the  effect  that  the  cloths  in  suit  were  of  the  kind  made  for  bolt- 
ing cloth&  The  court  in  handing  down  the  judgment  used  the  follow- 
ing lang^os^e :  '^  These  cloths  might  be  fitted  up  and  used  for  other 
parposes,  but  they  are  still  the  same  kind  of  cloth  and  made  in  the 
same  way.  When  Congress  said  *  bolting  cloths'  in  the  tariff  act  of 
Hareh  3,  1883,  they  did  not  then  say  that  if  they  were  used  for  some- 
thing else  they  should  pay  a  different  duty,  but  that  they  should  be  on 
the  free  list,  and  that  although  these  particular  articles  might  be  used 
for  something  else,  for  linings,  or  for  ornamentation,  or  for  something 
of  that  sort,  the  'bolting  cloths'  that  were  imported  under  the  act  of 
March  3,  1883,  should  come  in  free." 

You  are  hereby  authorized  to  take  measures  looking  to  a  refund  of 
the  duties  paid  on  these  goods,  and  to  apply  these  instructions  to  all 
similar  cases  pending  at  your  x)ort  where  the  requirements  of  law  have 
been  duly  complied  with. 

Sespectfally,  yours, 

O.  L.  3PAULDING, 

(9919/.)  Amstant  Secretary. 

COLLKCfTOB  OF  CUSTOMS,  NcU)  YovJc. 


(13528.) 
Circular. — GavemmerU  rates  for  telegraphing. 

•  Treasury  Department,  December  19,  1892. 

The  foUoviug  communication  from  the  Postmaster-General,  pre- 
scribing rates  to  be  paid  by  the  €k)vernment  for  telegraphing  for  the 
fecal  year  ending  June  30, 1893,  is  hereby  published  for  the  information 


1240 

of  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department  and  others  whom  it  may  con- 
cern. Officers  of  this  Department  are  specially  informed  that  no  charge 
in  excess  of  these  rates  will  be  allowed  by  the  accounting  officers. 

CHAELES  FOSTER, 

Secretary. 


rates  of  pay  fob  communications  by  telegraph. 

■  Post-Office  Department, 
Washinffton,  D.  C,  November  18,  lS!f->. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Postmaster-General  by  tlie 
act  of  Congi-ess  entitled  "An  act  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  telegraph 
lines,  and  to  secure  to  the  Government  the  use  of  the  same  for  postal, 
military,  and  other  purposes,"  approved  July  24,  1866,  and  by  the 
Eevised  Statutes  of, the  United  States,  Title  LXV,  I  hereby  fix  the  rates 
at  which  such  communications  as  the  said  statutes  prescribe  (not  iochul 
ing  those  passing  over  circuits  established  by  the  chief  of  the  Weather 
Bureau,  Department  of  Agriculture)  shall  be  sent  during  the  fiscal 
year  beginning  July  1,  1892,  and  terminating  June  30,  1893,  by  the 
several  companies  within  the  effect  of  said  statutes,  as  follows : 

For  day  messages  containing  not  more  than  ten  words  exclusive  of 
place  from,  date,  address,  and  signature,  ten  (10)  cents  for  all  distances 
not  exceeding  four  hundred  (400)  miles,  and  one-half  (i)  cent  for  each 
word  in  excess  of  ten  words ;  all  distances  being  arbitrarily  determined 
by  the  method  hereinafter  stated. 

For  distances  so  determined  exceeding  four  hundred  (400)  miles  and 
not  exceeding  one  thousand  miles  fifteen  (15)  cents  for  the  first  ten 
words  counted  as  above  provided,  and  three-fourtlis  (I)  of  one  cent  for 
each  word  in  excess  of  ten  words. 

For  all  distances  exceeding  one  thousand  miles  there  shall  be  added 
to  the  price  of  the  message  fixed  for  distances  over  400  and  under  1,0<>** 
miles  the  sum  of  }  cent  for  each  word  counted  as  above  provided. 

In  cases  where  the  price  of  a  message  determined  as  herein  provided 
shall  include  a  fraction  of  a  cent  such  fraction  if  less  than  one-half  is  to 
be  disregarded ;  if  one-half  or  more  it  is  to  be  counted  as  one  cent. 
This  applies  only  to  single  messages,  and  the  totals  of  bills  containing 
two  or  more  items 

For  night  messages  of  not  exceeding  twenty  (20)  words  exclusive  of 
place  from,  date,  address,  and  signature,  fifteen  (15)  cents  for  all  dis- 
tances, dnd  one-half  (jk)  cent  for  each  additional  word. 

Instead  of  computing  the  actual  distances  of  transmission,  the  dis 
tance  for  payment  shall  in  all  cases  be  taken  absolutely  to  be  the  num- 
ber of  miles  between  the  capital  of  the  State  or  Territory,  or  from  the 
city  of  Washington,  if  from  within  the  District  of  Columbia,  from 
within  which  (whatever  the  place)  the  message  is  sent,  and  the  capital 
of  the  State  or  Territory,  or  the  city  of  Washington,  if  within  the  Dis 
trict  of  Oolupbia,  within  which  (whatever  the  place)  the  message  i> 
received,  as  shown  in  the  accompanying  table,  wherein  such  dfetances 
are  given  as  computed  upon  the  shoitest  practicable  route  between 
such  capitals,  and  which  is  to  be  taken  as  part  of  this  order :  Providah 
That  if  the  message  be  sent  and  received  within  the  same  State,  Terri 
tory,  or  said  District  of  Columbia,  the  distance  for  payment  shall  be 
taken  absolutely  to  be  the  minimum  distance  of  four  hundred  miles. 
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it  is  provided,  that  if  at  any  time  daring  the  year  ending  JTune 

any  such  company  shall  charge  the  public  for  a  message  of 

1(19)  body  words  a  less  rate  than  is  herein  fixed  for  a  like  nnml^r  of 

Tords,  the  rates  herein  prescribed  shall,  as  to  such  company 

^forth  during  the  year,  be  reduced  to  the  rates  so  charged  to  the 

agreement  with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  in  conformity 
a  provision  in  the  act  of  Congress  approved  July  5,  1892,  entitled 
act  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
rhe  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1893,''  the  fixing  of  the  speci^R  and 
circuits,  drops  and  rates  for  Weather  Bureau  Service  has  be^n 
irred  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
le  statutes  provide  that  telegrams  between  the  several  Departments 
le  Government  and  their  officers  and  agents,  in  their  transmission 
the  lines  of  any  such  company,  shall  have  priority  over  all  other 
toejs.     All  officers  of  the  United  States  sendftig  such  telegrams 
lid  indorse  thereon  the  words  *' Official  Business,''  and  should  re- 
to  the   Postmaster-General  any  failure  to  transmit  them  in  such 
mty  and  any  charge  made  in  ercess  of  the  rates  above  prescribed. 
I'h  company  will  be  allowed  to  charge  for  messages  received  from 
ler  line  at  the  same  rate  as  if  received  from  the  Government  direct 
\^he  point  of  transfer  for  transmission  over  its  own  line. 

JOHI^  WANAMAKBE, 

Postmaster-  General, 


fyrnph  cmnpanies  which  have  accepted  the  conditions  of  the  act  of  July  £4i  1866^  atid 
•i.^A  are  gubjeel  to  the  provisions  of  the  order  of  the  Postmaster-Generalfixing  Government 

the  following  is  a  list  of  telegraph  companies  that  have  filed  accept- 
^■fi  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  July  24, 1866,  up  to  the  present  date : 
1 1.  The  American  Submarine  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York,  N.  Y. 
F«ived  and  filed  July  24, 1866. 

i  -•  The  ]N"ational  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York,  N.  Y.     Eeceived 
f^  filed  July  30,  1866. 

I  3.  The  Globe  Insulated  Lines  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York,  N. 
X   Received  and  filed  July  31, 1866. 

M-  International  Telegraph  Company  of  Portland,  Me.     Eeceived  and 
fi*;<l  October  6,  1866. 

">.  The  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York,  N.  Y. 
*e«ived  and  filed  March  19, 1867. 

J>.  The  Franco- American  Land  and  Ocean  Telegraph  Company  of 
^^}'  York,  N.  Y.     Eeceived  and  filed  April  6,  1867. 

'.  The  Globe  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York.     Eeceived  and  filed 
%  30,  1867. 

•^.  Mississippi  Valley  National  Telegraph  Company  of  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
»^<ieived  and  filed  June  4,  1867. 

•'.  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York.     Eeceived  and 
«  June  8,  1867. 

^0.  Northwestern  Telegraph  Company  of  Kenosha,  Wis.     Eeceived 
^i<l  filed  July  30,  1867. 

^^-  Great  Western  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York.     Eeceived  and 

^^  January  17,  1868. 

12.  The  Franklin  Telegraph  Company  of  Boston,  Mass.     Eeceived 

^nd  filed  April  17,  1868. 
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13.  The  Insulated  Lines  Telegraph  Company  of  Boston,  Mass.  Ke- 
ceived  and  filed  April  13,  1868. 

14.  Pacific  and  Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  of  Pittsburg,  Pa.  Re- 
ceived and  filed  July  22,  1868. 

15.  The  Atlantic  and  Pacific  States  Telegraph  Company  of  Sacra- 
mento, Cal.     Received  and  filed  Sept.  7,  1868. 

16.  The  Eastern  Telegraph  Company  of  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Receiveil 
and  fil^d  October  5,  1868. 

17.  The  Delaware  River  Telegraph  Company  of  Philadelphia.  Pa. 
Received  and  filed  October  23, 1868. 

18.  Cape  May  and  Shore  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York  Cit^ . 
Received  and  filed  April  2,  1869. 

19.  Peninsula  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York  City.  Received  and 
filed  May  9,  1869. 

20.  Ocean  Telegraph  Company  of  Boston,  Mass.  Received  and  filed 
July  15,  1869. 

21.  The  American  Cable  Company  of  New  York.  Received  and 
filed  April  15,  1870. 

22.  Southern  and  Atlantic  Telegraph  Company  of  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Received  and  filed  July  22, 1870. 

23.  International  Oc>ean  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York  Cit.v. 
Received  and  filed  January  20,  1871. 

24.  Missouri  River  Telegraph  Company  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa.  Re- 
ceived and  filed  May  3,  1871. 

25.  The  Marine  and  Inland  Telegraph  Company  of  New  Jersey,  715 
Locust  street,  Philadelphia.     Received  and  filed  November  27,  1872. 

26.  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Telegraph  Company  of  Missouri.  Execu- 
tive Office,  145  Broadway,  New  York  City.  Received  and  filed  Mav  -s. 
1877. 

27.  New  Jersey  and  New  England  Telegraph  Company.  Received 
and  filed  November  21,  1878.  Address  A.  L.  Worthington,  No.  li> 
Green  street,  Trenton,  N.  J. 

28.  The  American  Rapid  Telegraph  Company,  41  Wall  street,  New 
York.  Received  and  filed  April  12,  1879.  Special  rates  received  and 
filed  April  1,  1881. 

29.  Central  Union  Telegraph  Company,  145  Broadway,  New  York. 
Received  and  filed  May  9,  1879. 

30.  New  York  Land  and  Ocean  Telegraph  Company.  Received  and 
filed  May  10,  1879. 

31.  Deseret  Telegraph  Company,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  Receive<i 
and  filed  May  19,  1879. 

32.  American  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York,  145  Bmad 
way,  New  York.     Received  and  filed  July  1,  1879. 

33.  The  American  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Missouri,  Chav<i.  S. 
Greeley,  President,  St.  Louis,  Mo.     Received  and  filed  July  9,  1S79. 

34.  Wabash  Railwav  Company,  Cyrus  W.  Field,  President  NeN* 
York.      Received  andYiled  July  11, 1879. 

35.  The  American  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  New  Jersey,  D. 
H.  Bates,  President,  Jersey  City,  N.  J.    Received  and  filed  July  17, 1679. 

36.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  of  Maryland,  John 
W.  Garrett,  President,  Baltimore,  Md.    Received  and  filed  July  18. 187J>. 

37.  The  American  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Baltimore  Cit\',  Md. 
Received  and  filed  July  31, 1879. 

38.  The  Deer  Lodge  Telegraph  Company  of  Butte  City,  Mont  Re- 
ceived and  filed  August  30,  1879. 
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39.  The  American  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  D. 
H.  Bates,  President,  Philadelphia.  Beceived  and  filed  September  4, 
1879. 

40.  The  American  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Indiana,  La  Fayette, 
Ind.    Received  and  filed  September  12,  1879. 

41.  The  Cheyenne  and  Black  ^ills  Telegraph  Company,  W.  H. 
Hibbard,  Saperintendent,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming.  Beceived  and  filed 
November  7,  1879. 

42.  The  American  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Ohio,  Frank  B. 
Swayne,  President,  Toledo,  Ohio.  Received  and  filed  November  8, 
1879. 

43.  The  American  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Louisiana,  Ed. 
Leloup,  Secretary,  New  Orleans,  La.     Received  and  filed  March  1, 1880. 

44.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  Ohio,  Geo.  Hoadley, 
President,  Cincinnati,  Ohio.     Received  and  filed  September  3,  1880. 

45.  The  Wabash,  St.  Louis  and  Pacific  Railway  Company  of  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  Solon  Humphreys,  President,  No.  80  Broadway,  New  York. 
R^eived  and  filed  September  13,  1880. 

46.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  Illinois,  C.  H.  Hud- 
son, President,  No.  81  South  Clark  street,  Chicago,  111,  Received  and 
filed  September  23,  1880. 

47.  Frontier  Telegraph  Company  of  Texas,  G.  O.  Appleby,  Presi- 
dent, Lampasas,  Tex.     Received  and  filed  October  25,  1880. 

48.  Bankers  and  Merchants^  Telegraph  Company  of  New  Jersey,  J. 
Heron  Crosman,  President,  No.  58,  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.  Re- 
ceived and  filed  April  21,  1881. 

49.  Bankers  and  Merchants'  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York,  Wm. 
W.  Maris,  President,  No.  58  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.  Received 
and  filed  June  8,  1881 . 

50.  Mutual  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Illinois,  Carroll  Sprigg, 
Secretary,  Chicago,  111.     Received  and  filed  October  24,  1881. 

51.  Mutual  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Missouri,  Carroll  Sprigg, 
Secretary,  Chicago,  111.     Received  and  filed  November  14,  1881. 

52.  New"  Jersey  Mutual  Telegraph  Company,  Jno.  H.  Walker,  Secre- 
tary, Newark,  N.  J.     Received  and  filed  November  17,  1881. 

53.  Bankers  and  Merchants'  Telegraph  Company,  Wm.  W.  Maris, 
President,  58  Broadway,  New  York.  Received  and  filed  December  8, 
1881. 

54.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company,  Welty  McCullogh, 
Secretary,  Pittsburg,  Pa.    Received  and  filed  March  6,  1882. 

55.  East  Tenneasee  Telephone  Company,  D.  I.  Carson,  Secretary,  New 
York.     Received  and  filed  May  3,  1882. 

56.  Southern  Telegraph  Company,  James  F.  Cox,  President,  48  Ex- 
change Place,  New  York.     Received  and  filed  August  4,  1882. 

57.  Postal  Telegraph  Company,  A.  W.  Beard,  President,  2  Wall 
street.  New  York.     Received  and  filed  August  31,  1882. 

58.  Bankers  and  Merchants'  Telegraph  Company  of  Baltimore  City, 
J.  G.  Case,  Secretary,  58  Broadway,  New  York.  Received  and  filed 
December  14, 1882. 

59.  Mntual  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York,  John  G.  Moore, 
President,  New  York,  N.  Y.     Received  and  filed  March  5,  1883. 

60.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  in  Pennsylvania, 
J.  B.  Washington,  Secretary,  Pittsburg,  Pa.  Received  and  filed  March 
17, 1883. 
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61.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  CSompany  of  Indiana,  Geo.  P. 
Frick,  President ;.  DanU  T.  Downey,  Secretary,  Baltimore,  Md.  Re- 
ceived and  filed  July  17,  1883. 

62.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  Geo.  P.  Frick,  President;  IM  ward  R.  Golliday,  Secretary,^  Bal- 
timore, Md.     Received  and  filed  Jply  17,  1883. 

63.  The  Northern  and  Southera  Telegraph  Company,  corner  of  State 
and  Bridges  streets.  New  York  City,  John  F.  Davis,  President ;  Wm. 
H.  Harfield,  Secretary.     Received  and  filed  September  28,  1883. 

64.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  New  Jersey,  G«o.  P 
Frick,  President ;  Edward  R.  GoUiday,  Secretary,  Trenton,  N.  J.     Re- 
ceived and  filed  November  7,  1883. 

65.  National  Telegraph  Company  of  New  York,  Calvin  S.  Brice. 
President,  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  F.  E.  Worcester,  Secretary.  Received 
and  filed  January  31,  1884. 

66.  Philadelphia  and  Seaboard  Telegraph  Company  of  New  Jersey, 
Milton  Cowperthwaite,  Secretary,  Camden,  N.  J.  Received  and  filed 
February  23,  1884. 

67.  Providence  and  Pascoag  Telegraph  Company  of  Rhode  Island,  D. 
H.  Bates,  President,  New  York ;  F.  Jessen,  Secretary.  Received  and 
filed  July  10,  1884. 

68.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  Missouri,  Geo.  P. 
Frick,  President,  Baltimore,  Md.     Received  and  filed  July  18,  1881^. 

69.  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company*  of  Louisiana,  D.  H. 
Bates,  President,  Baltimore,  Md.     Received  and  filed  July  25,  1884. 

70.  The  New  England  Telegraph  Company,  F.  A.  McKeone,  Presi- 
dent, New  York. '   Received  and  filed  July  26,  1884. 

71.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  Texas,  D.  H. 
Bates,  President,  New  York.     Received  and  filed  August  13,  1884. 

72.  The  New  England  Telegraph  Company  of  Massachusetts,  Dan.  S. 
Robeson,  New  York,  Vice-President.  Received  and  filed  September  5, 
1884. 

73.  The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Lines,  C.  W.  Smith,  General 
Manager,  Richmond,  Va.     Received  and  filed  September  29, 1884. 

74.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  Massachusetts. 
D.  H.  Bates,  President,  Boston,  Mass.  Received  and  filed  December  15, 
1884. 

75.  The  Postal  Telegraph  and  Cable  Company,  Henry  Rosener,  LM 
Yice-President,  New  York.     Received  and  filed  January  29, 1885. 

76.  The  Pacific  Telegraph  Company,  George  H.  Myers,  Secretary. 
Kansas  City,  Mo.     Received  and  file^  July  27, 1885. 

77.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  Baltimore  County. 
Maryland,  D.  H.  Bates,  President,  Baltimore,  Md.  Received  and  fileil 
February  20, 1886. 

78.  Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company,  Jas.  H.  Withington,  President. 
New  York.     Received  and  filed  April  6, 1886. 

79.  The  North  American  Telegraph  Company,  W.  H.  Eustis,  Se<'re 
tary,  Minneapolis,  Minn.     Received  and  filed  April  22, 1886. 

80.  The  San  Juan  Telegraph  Company,  W.  E.  Block,  Seci-etary. 
Ouray,  Colo.     Received  and  filed  June  9, 1886. 

81.  Pacific  Postal  Telegraph -Cable  Company,  Henry  Rosener,  Fr^i- 
dent,  New  York,  N.  Y.     Received  and  filed  July  20,  1886. 

82.  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Telegraph  Company  of  Pennsylvania, 
R.  Duryea,  Secretary,  Baltimore,  Md.  Received  and  filed  September 
11,  1886. 
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83.  The  Manhattan  Eailway  CJompany,  D.  W.  McWilliams,  Secretary, 
New  York,  N/Y.    Received  and  filed  October  6,  1886. 

84.  The  Pacific  Mutual  Telegraph  Company,  George  M.  Myers,  Sec- 
retary, Bosedale,  Kans.     Received  and  filed  February  24,  1887. 

85.  The  Empire  and  Bay  State  Telegraph  Company,  Henry  Macdona, 
Secretary,  New  York,  N.  Y.    Received  and  filed  July  12, 1887. 

86.  The  Spokane  Falls  and  Wardner  Telephone-Telegraph  Lines, 
¥.  S.  Norman,  Owner,  Spokane  Falls,  Wash.  Received  and  filed  Au- 
^t  17,  1887. 

87.  The  Rocky  Mountain  Telegraph  Company,  W.  M.  Cairns,  Gep- 
€ral  Manager,  Butte,  Mont.     Received  and  filed  August  18,  1887. 

S8.  The  Central  Arizona  Telegraph  Company,  L.  H.  Wilson,  Presi- 
dent, Prescott,  Ariz.     Received  and  filed  October  6,  1887. 

89.  W.  S.  Norman's  U.  S.  Military  Telegraph  Line.  Between  Fort 
Cceur  d'Alene  and  Spokane  Falls.  W^  S.  Norman,  Spokane  Falls, 
Vash.     Received  and  filed  October  13,  1887. 

90.  The  Wyoming  Inland  Telegraph  Company,  F.  B.  Proctor,  Sec- 
retary, Buffalo,  Wyo.     Received  and  filed  October  19,  1887. 

91.  The  Chicago  Postal  Telegraph  Company,  Marcus  Pollasky,  Presi- 
dent, Chicago,  111.     Received  and  filed  January  3,  1888. 

92.  The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Baltimore  City, 
fiiehard  J.  Bloxham,  President,  Baltimore,  Md.  Received  and  filed 
January  7,  1889. 

93.  The  Southern  Bell  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company,  D.  I. 
Carson,  Secretary,  195  Broadway,  New  York.  Received  and  filed  Feb- 
ruary 18,  1889. 

94.  The  Washington  and  Idaho  Telegraph  Company,  B.  B.  Spencer, 
Secretary,  Spokane  Falls,  Wash.     Received  and  filed  May  11,  1889. 

95.  The  Continental  Telegraph  Company,  E.  L.  Martin,  President, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.     Received  and  filed  May  27,  1889. 

96.  The  Maryland  Central  Railway  Company,  C.  F.  Kerchner,  Sec- 
retary, Baltimore,  Md.     Received  g-nd  filed  September  6,  1889. 

97.  The  Edison  Mutual  Telegraph  Company,  Titus  Sheared,  Presi- 
dent, Van  Wert,  Ohio.     Received  and  filed  November  11,  1889. 

98.  The  Atlantic  Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Company,  Al.  B.  Chandler, 
President,  1  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.  Received  and  filed  August 
2, 1890. 

•  99.  The  New  York  Submarine  Cable  and  Telegraph  Company,  S.  F. 
Austin,  Secretary,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.  Received  and  filed  September  2, 
1892. 

84 


1246 

SeJiedtUe  <if  rates  for  ChvammenlteUgranu  on  and  after  July  1,  IS. 
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(13629.) 
Damaged  painting — Abandonment, 

Treasury  Department,  December  19^  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  rePport  of  the  12th  instant, 
on  the  application  of  Mr.  H.  B.  Parsons,  assistant  secretary  of  the 
Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.  Bank,  for  the  refund  of  duty  paid  on  a  certain 
painting  imported  into  your  port  in  June  last. 

The  applicant  states  that  when  the  case  containiug  the  painting  was 
opened  there  was  found  a  plain  shipping  tag  bearing  the  following  in- 
dorsement in  red  ink  :  ^'Received  in  bad  order,  painting  damaged  by 
breaking  of  glass.  (Signed)  D.  J.  Mahoney,  examiner."  And  that  he 
was  informed  by  the  consignees  that  as  no  notation  was  made  upon  the 
entry  for  this  importation  indicating  bad  order,  no  refund  of  duty  could 
be  obtained  at  the  custom-house,  and  he  therefore  asks,  as  the  paint- 
ing is  seriously,  if  not  totally,  damaged,  that  the  duty  be  refunded. 

As  you  state  that  the  entry  for  consumption  was  made  July  16  last, 
and  that  no  application  for  abandonment,  as  prescribed  in  section  23  of 
the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  has  been  filed  at  your  ofiSce,  the  Department 
has  no  authority  to  authorize  a  refund,  and  the  application  is  therefore 
denied. 

In  order  that  importers  may  have  an  opportunity  to  abandon  dam- 
aged goods  under  the  provisions  of  said  section  23,  you  suggest  that  the 
appraising  officer  be  directed,  immediately  ujgpn  the  discovery  of  dam- 
age, to  notify  the  importer,  so  that  he  may,  if  he  so  desires,  abandon 
the  goods  within  ten  days  after  entry. 

The  Department  approves  your  recommendation,  and  you  are  author- 
ized to  carry  the  same  into  effect. 

EeepectfuUy,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2188^.)  AsmMant  Secretary, 

Ck>Li*ECTOR  OF  Customs,  New  York. 


(13530.) 
Naphthol  salts. 

Treasury  Department,  December  20^  189-21 

:  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  8th  instant, 
referring  a  letter  from  the  United  States  attorney  at  New  York,  in 
wbich  he  inquires  if  your  letter  of  October  22  last,  authoriziDg  the 
discontinaance  of  certain  appeals,  is  intended  to  cover  naphthol  salts. 
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In  i*eply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  collector  of  customs  at  New 
York  reports,  under  date  of  the  16th  instant,  that  "the  proposal  to 
dismiss  should  cover  naphthol  salts  instead  of  designating  naphthol 

soda."  ^ 

The  letter  of  the  United  States  attorney  at  New  York  is  herewith  re- 
turned, and  I  will  thank  you  to  advise  him  to  consent  to  the  dismissal 
of  appeals  involving  the  classification  of  naphthol  salts. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(7674/.)  AmMard  Secretary. 

The  Solicitor  of  the  Tbeasury. 


(13531.) 
Consular  invoices  for  goods  coming  by  mail  from  Colombia, 

Treasury  Department,  December  Wy  1892. 

Gejjtlemen  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  16tli 
instant,  in  which  you  inquire  whether  goods  valued  at  over  $100  com- 
ing by  mail  from  Colombia,  which  country  has  a  parcels-post  conven- 
tion with  tfie  United  States  (Synopses  9442  and  11522),  would  be  ex- 
empt from  the  requirement  of  a  consular  invoice  showing  the  foreign 
market  value  of  the  goods. 

In  reply,  you  are  informed  that  the  arrival  in  this  country  of  goods 
by  mail  constitutes  as  much  of  an  importation  within  the  meai\ing  of 
the  customs  law  as  an  arrival  by  vessel,  and  consequently  section  4 
of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  would  apply  thereto,  which  section  pre- 
scribes : 

That,  except  in  case  of  personal  effect&accompanyingthe  passenger, 
no  importation  of  any  merchandise  exceeding  one  hundred  dollars  in 
dutiable  value  shall  be  admitted  to  entry  without  the  production  of  a 
duly  certified  invoice  thereof  as  required  by  law,  or  of  an  affidavit 
made  by  the  owner,  importer,  or  consignee,  before  the  collector  or  his 
deputy,  showing  why  it  is  impracticable  to  produce  such  invoice  ;  and 
no  entry  shall  be  made  in  the  absence  of  a  certified  invoice,  upon  affi- 
davit as  aforesaid,  unless  such  affidavit  be- accompanied  by  a  statement 
in  the  form  of  an  invoice.  *  *  *  And  when  entry  of  merchandise 
exceeding  one  hundred  dollars  in  value  is  made  by  a  statement  in  the 
form  of  an  invoice  the  collector  shall  require  a  bond  for  the  productioii 
of  a  duly  certified  invoice. 

.   Tour  inquiry  is  therefore  answered  in  the  negative. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2287  g. )  AssisUint  Secretary. 

Messrs.  Lanman  &  Kemp, 

Cor,  William  and  Cedar  streetSj  New  York. 
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(13532.) 

Circular, — Regarding  requirements  as  to  consular  invoiees;  modifying  Oir- 

cular  No.  170. 

4 

Tbeabury  Department,  December  21,  1892. 
To  Collectors  and  other  Officers  of  the  Customs  : 

The  last  paragraph  of  Circular  No.  170,  of  September  22,  1892,  has 
especial  refereoce  to  duch  imported  merchandise  as  is  consigned  for 
aceoant  of  a  foreign  manufacturer  or  owner.  In  regard  to  consign- 
ments of  this  kind,  section  4  of  the  act  of  June  10, 1890,  provides  that 
the  invoice  shall  show  "the  actual  market  value  or  wholesale  price 
thereof  at  the  time  of  exportation  to  the  United  States,"  and  the 
Department  holds  that  such  value  or  price  must  be  that  of  the  mer- 
chandise without  the  inclusion  of  other  costs  or  charges.  The  terms 
of  said  paragraph  will  continue  to  be  applied  to  invoices  of  this  kind, 
except  that  entry  may  be  permitted  on  the  filing  of  a  bond  to  produce 
an  invoice  conforming  with  the  above  requirements. 

It-  is  the  purpose  of  the  Department  to  require  that  the  prices  of  goods 
shall  be  declared  in  all  certified  invoices,  in  accordance  with  the 
decisions  of  the  Board  of  United  States  General  Appraisers  (G.  A.  1202 
and  1660),  without  the  inclusion  therein  of  nondutiable  items,  but  no 
objection  exists  Jto  the  inclusion  therein  of  dutiable  items  whenever  it 
shall  be  satisfactorily  shown  that  the  inclusion  of  such  items  is  in  con- 
formity with  the  established  usage  in  regard  to  the  particular  class  of 
goodfi  covered  by  such  invoices. 

Ck>llectors  and  other  officers  of  the  customs  are  instructed  that  they 
shall  not  hereafter  permit  a  deduction  on  entry,  from  the  price  given 
in  the  invoice,  on  account  of  any  nondutiable  charges  specified  therein, 
and  declared  to  be  included  in  such  price. 

It  is  believed  that  the  above  instructions  will  enable  customs  officers 

to  treat  duly  certified  invoices  with  precision  according  to  their  various 

terms,  and  will  leave  importers  to  their  remedy  under  sections  13  and 

14  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Assistant  Secretary, 


(13533.) 

* 

American  goods  relumed — Oath  to  consular  certificate. 

Tbeasuky  Department,  Decernber  23,  1892. 

SrB :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter 
of  the   19th  instant,  inclosing  copy  of  dispatch  No.  73,  dated  Ko- 
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vember  26,  1892,  reoeived  from  the  United  States  consul  at  Brad- 
ford, England,  in  which  he  exx>lain8  an  apparent  overcharge  of  28.  U, 
for  his  certificate  to  the  American  origin  of  bags,  boxes,  and  barrels 
covering  merchandise  exported  to  the  United  States*  The  consul  ex- 
plains  that  the  additional  charge  in  such  cases  covers  the  jurat,  which 
under  the  regulations  is  furnished  by  a  British  officer  authorized  to 
administer  oaths,  and  said  officer  charges  a  fee  of  2«.  6(2.  The  consol-s 
fee  for  his  certificate  has  been  reduced  from  $2  to  50  cents. 

The  consul  suggests  the  expediency  of  omitting  tlie  requirement  oi 
an  affidavit  in  these  cases  and  the  acceptance  of  the  consul's  certificate 
afi  sufficient  proof  of  the  American  origin  of  the  articles. 

In  reply,  you  are  informed  that  the  oath  in  question  is  an  important 

I)art  of  the  evidence  which  is  required  to  authorize  free  entry  of  the 

articles  referred  to,  and  I  do  not  advise  any  change  in  the  present 

practice. 

BespectfuUy,  yours, 

CHARLES  POSTBB, 

(2361^.)  Secretary. 

Hon.  Seobetaey  of  State. 


(13634.) 
Dratoback  an  carpets. 

Treasury  Department,  December  2S,  1892. 

Sir  :  On  the  exportation  of  Moquette  and  Smith  Axminster  carpetB, 
manufactured  by  the  Alexander  Smith  &  Sons  Carpet  Company,  of 
Yonkers,  N.  Y.,  wholly  from  jute,  cotton,  and  wool  imported  "in  the 
grease,''  a  drawback  may  be  allowed  equal  in  amount  to  the  duties 
paid  on  the  wool  used  in  the  manufacture,  less  the  l^gal  deduction  of 
X  per  cent. 

The  quantity  of  wool  so  used  may  be  determined  by  adding  to  the 
weight  of  the  *^  woolen  pile''  appearing  in  the  finished  carpet  18  per 
cent  of  such  weight,  to  find  the  quantity  of  yarn  used  in  the  mana- 
factare  of  the  "pile,"  and  by  adding  to  the  weight  of  the  yarn  so  found 
to  find  the  quantities  of  the  different  kinds  of  wool  used  therein,  in 
condition  as  imported,  the  respective  percentages  shown  belaw : 

To  yarn  made  from — 

White  sorted  East  India  wool,  add  33}  per  cent. 
Chinese  wool,  add  100  per  cent. 
Khorassan  wool,  add  53.8  per  cent. 
Georgian  wool,  add  100  i)er  cent. 
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Provided  that  the  basis  for  ascertaining  the  quantities  of  wool  used 
shall  in  no  case  exceed  11  pounds  of  "woolen  pile"  per  sqnare  yard 
of  the  exx>orted  carpet,  nor  56  per  cent  of  its  weight,  except  under 
special  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

The  entry  under  which  the  carpet  is  to  be  inspected  and  laden  must 
show  the'  kind  and  quantity  in  square  yards  and  pounds  of  the  carpet- 
ing, which  showing  must  be  verified  by  official  inspection  and  weigh- 
ing; and  the  manufacturer's  declaration  on  the  drawback  entry  must 
^ow,  separately,  the  quantity  of  each  kind  of  wool  used,  and  that  the 
merchandise  was  manufactured  in  manner  and  &om  material  imported 
in  condition  as  shown  in  the  manufacturer's  sworn  statement  dated 
October  26,  1892. 

When  ordered  by  the  collector,  samples  shall  be  taken  by  the  in- 
spector, to  be  submitted  to  the  appraiser  for  his  report  as  to  percentage 
of  *' woolen  pile"  appearing  therein. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDmG, 

(8942/.)  Assistant  Secretary. 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13535.) 
ClassificaUon  of  incomplete  guns, 

Teeasuby  Department,  December  27,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  21st  instant, 
in  regard  to  the  classification  of  incomplete  guns  under  the  recent  de- 
cision of  the  Supreme  CJourt  in  the  case  of  The  United  States  v.  Schov- 
«rling,  Daly  &  (rales,  which  held  that  certain  gunstocks  with  locks  and 
nonntings  were  properly  dutiable  as  ^^manufactures  composed  wholly 
or  in  part  of  metal,"  under  paragraph  215  of  the  act  of  October  1, 
1890. 

Yon  rei>ort  that  protests  have  been  filed  against  the  assessment  of 
^uty  on  gun  barrels,  gunstocks,  and  so-called  parts  of  guns,  and  that 
in  your  opinion  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  fully  justifies  the 
aisessment  of  duty  on  a  part  of  a  gun  separately  imported  according  to 
the  component  material  of  chief  value  of  the  article. 

In  this  opinio^  the  Department  concurs,  and  you  are  hereby  author- 
ized to  apply  said  decision,  accordingly,  to  all  cases  pending  at  your 
port  where  the  requirements  of  law  have  been  complied  with,  and  to 
take  stex>s  for  refanding  the  excess  of  duties  levied  on  such  gunstocks, 
gun  barrels,  and  other  parts  of  guns  separately  imported. 


1252 

These  instmctions  do  not  include  complete  guns  which  are  taken  to 

pieces  for  convenience  in  transportation,  and  when  the  separate  part» 

are  separately  packed  but  ail  specified  upon  the  invoice,  in  which  case 

the  guns  should  be  classified  as  complete  guns,  and  dutiable  as  sucIl 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary, 

(5989/.) 

CJoLLEOTOR  OF  CUSTOMS,  New  Tork. 


(13536.) 
Supplies  for  French  tear  vessel. 

Tbeasuby  Department,  December  2S,  1892, 

Sib  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  17th  instant 
transmitting  the  application  of  Mr.  N.  CU)etjen  for  the  allowance  of 
drawback  on  certain  seventj^  cases  of  canned  meat  recently  laden  on 
board  the  yrench  man-of-war  Dubordieu  while  lying  at  your  port. 

You  report  that  the  canned  meat  in  question  was  taken  aboard  b& 
part  of  the  supplies  of  the  said  vessel ;  that  it  was  not  intended  for  ex- 
portation to  any  foreign  country,  and  that  you  have,  therefore,  refused 
to  allow  drawback  in  the  case. 

In  reply,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  privilege  conferred  upon  for- 
eign men-of-war  by  section  2982  of  the  Eevised  Statutes,  Department's 
circular  (Synopsis  13111)  of  August  10,  1892,  is  limited  to  the  with- 
drawal of  supplies  from  bonded  warehouse,  and  does  not  extend  to  the 
allowance  of  drawback  under  the  provisions  of  section  25  of  the  act  of 
October  1,  1890. 

Your  action  in  refusing  to  allow  the  drawback  is  therefore  approved. 

Eespectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2344  g, )  Acting  Secretary. 

CJOLLECTOR  OF  CUSTOMS,  San  Franciscoj  Cal. 


(13637.) 

Circular, — Statistics  of  passengers  departing  from  the  United  States. 

Tbeasuby  Depabtment,  December  28,  1892. 

To  Officers  of  Steamships  and  other  Vessels  carrying 

Passengers  from  the  United  States  to  Foreign  Countries: 

By  your  courtesy  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  of  this  Department  has. 
during  recent  years,  received  valuable  information  semiannually  in 
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regard  to  the  number,  d^tinatibn,  etc.,  of  passengers  leaving  the  United 
States  for  foreign  countries. 

The  public  interest  in  the  passenger  movement  betw^een  this  and ' 
foreign  countries  has  become  a  matter  of  such  vital  interest  that  you 
are  requested  to  fiirnish  to  collectors  of  customs  quarter-yearly  here- 
after, commencing  with  the  quarter  ending  March  31, 1893,  similar  in- 
formation  to  that  which  you  have  hitherto  kindly  furnished  them 
semiannually. 

It  is  presumed  that  the  labor  of  preparing  this  information  quarter- 
yearly  will  be  little  if  any  greater  than  that  of  furnishing  it  semian- 
nually, and  the  data  will  be  much  more  valuable  to  the  public. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Assistant  Secretary. 


(13538.) 
Drawba>ck  on  button  blanks. 

Tbeasury  Department,  December  29^  1892. 

Sib  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  6th  instant^ 
transmitting  the  application  of  Mr.  John  Lee,  jr.,  in  regard  to  the 
allowance  of  drawback  on  certain  button  blanks,  claimed  to  have  been 
manufactured  from  imported  material  and  recently  exported  at  yqur 
port 

You  report  that  the  button  blanks  in  question  are  2  inches  in  diameter, 
and  that  seventy  blanks  can  be  manufactured  from  one  sheet  of  tin 
plate  20  by  14  inches,  and  that  it  was  upon  this  basis  that  the  weigher 
retomed  the  weight  for  2,360,000  blanks. 

The  applicant  states,  however,  that  the  button  blanks  are  manufac- 
tured from  the  scrap  or  waste  tin  left  from  the  manufacture. of  cans* 
intended  for  domestic  use. 

In  regard  thereto,  I  have  to  inform  you  that,  in  prescribing  rates  of 
drawback  on  tin  cans  manufactui*ed  from  imported  tin  plate,  it  is  the 
practice  of  the  Department  to  consider  the  waste  tin  as  unfit  for  fur- 
ther use,  and  to  allow  a  drawback  on  the- total  quantity  of  tin  plate 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  cans,  and  as  it  will  be  utterly  impracti- 
cable to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the  tin  cans  manufactured*  from  certaii^ 
imported  tin  plate  have  been  used  for  domestic  consumption,  so  that 
they  can  not  be  subsequently  exported  with  the  benefit  of  drawback^ 
the  Department  must  decline  to  allow  a  drawback  on  the  button  blanks- 
under  consideration. 
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Should  button  blanks,  however,  be  manu&ctured  from  entire  sheets, 

an  application  for  drawback  will  receive  consideratioo.    (S^  Synopsis 

6662.) 

Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDmO, 

(2266  g. )  Acting  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  San  Francisco,  Oal. 


(13539.) 
Handkerchiefs,  partly  manufactured. 

Treasury  Department,  December  29,  1892. 

Sir  :  The  Department  is  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from  the  naval  officer 
at  your  port,  dated  the  27th  instant,  in  which  he  states  that  he  is  un- 
able to  agree  with  you  as  to  the  classification  of  certain  merchandise 
imported,  per  (My  of  New  York,  November  30,  1892. 

The  naval  officer  reports  that  your  office  holds  the  merchandise  in 
question  to  be  '^handkerchiefs  composed  of  cotton,  made  up  or  mann- 
factured  wholly  or  in  part  by  the  tailor,  seamstress  or  manu&cturer,'' 
and  subject  to  duty,  under  paragraph  349,  N.  T.,  at  60  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem, while  it  is  the  opinion  of  his  office  that  the  merchandise  i^ 
specifically  provided  for  as  a  cotton  cloth,  under  paragraph  347,  act  of . 
October  1,  1890,  which  would  yield  a  higher  duty. 

A  sample  of  the  merchandise  under  consideration  has  been  submit- 
ted to  the  Department,  and  from- an  examination  thereof  it  appears  that 
it  is  an  unbleached  cotton  cloth,  39}  inches  wide,  imported  in  the  piece, 
having  red  lines  stamped  thereon  giving  the  outlines  for  what  are 
•claimed  to  be  handkerchiefs,  partly  manufactured. 

The  merchandise  is  undoubtedly  an  unbleached  cotton  cloth,  but  the 
•question  at  issue  is,  whether  or  not  the  stamping  of  the  red  lines  thereon 
is  sufficient  to  bring  the  merchandise  within  the  classification  for  hand- 
kerchief, partly  manufactured,  as  appearing  in  paragraph  349,  act  of 
October  1,  1890. 

In  regard  thereto,  I  have  to  inform  you  that  this  Department  is  in- 
<ilined  to  the  opinion  that  the  merchandise  has  not  been  sufficiently 
advanced  in  manufacture  to  warrant  its  classification  as  a  ''handker- 
chief, partly  manufactured,"  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  349,  act 
of  October  1,  1890. 

The  naval  officer  makes  no  definite  statement  as  to  whether  he  cod 
siders  the  merchandise  an  unbleached  cotton  cloth,  dutiable  at  3}  centf^ 
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per  square  yard,  or  whether  it  should  be  classified  as  a  cotton  doth, 
printed,  and  dutiable  at  the  rate  of  5i  cents  per  square  yard,  under  par- 
agraph 347,  N.  T.  It  would  seem,  however,  that  the  red  lines  apx>ear- 
iDg  on  the  doth  are  of  too  insignificant  a  character  to  warrant  its  clas- 
sification as  a  printed  cloth  within  the  meaning  of  said  paragraph  347. 
You  will  therefore  please  classify  the  merchandise  as  an  unbleached 
€otton  doth,  not  printed,  dutiable  at  the  rate  of  3i  cents  per  square  yard, 
nnder  paragraph  347,  N.  T.,  leaving  the  importers  to  their  remedy  by 
protest,  etc.,  under  section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

Be6i)ectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

(2366  g. )  Aiding  Secretary, 

Collector  of  Customs,  New  York. 


(13540.) 

OirciUar.  — Importation  qf  rags. 

Tbeasuky  Department,  December  SO,  1892. 
To  Officers  of  the  Customs  and  others: 

In  accordance  with  the  advice  of  the  Supervising  Surgeon-General 
of  the  Marine-Hospital  Service,  the  following  is  issued  as  an  interpre- 
tation of  Department  Circular  No.  143,  dated  August  19,  1892,  for  the 
information  of  officers  of  customs,  consular  officers,  and  others  whom 
it  may  concern : 

The  ports  and  places  from  which  the  importation  of  rags  are  at  this 
time  absolutely  prohibited  under  the  provisions  of  the  above-mentioned 
eircolar  are  as  follows : 

Paris,  Bouen,  Havre,  Marseilles,  Cherbourg,  Dunkirk,  Nantes,  and 
Lorient  in  France. 

All  ports  and  places  in  Bussia. 

All  ports  and  places  in  the  Netherlands. 

All  ports  and  places  in  Belgium. 

All  of  Austria-Hungary  except  Trieste. 

Hamburg,  Altona,  and  Kiewo  in  Germany. 

All  other  places  where  cholera  may  be  now  prevailing,  or  may  here- 
after prevail,  will  be  included  in  this  list  of  places  from  which  rags  are 
prohibited. 

This  interpretation  must  not  be  considered  as  modifying  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  Circular  No.  143,  which  is  still  in  force. 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 


1256 

(13541.) 
Invoice  price  of  goods. 
Treasury  Department,  December  31,  1892, 

He  :fc  ;f:  :|c  ^  3K  9ie 

Gentlemen:  The  Department  has  received  your  letter  of  28th 
instant,  in  regard  to  its  recent  ruling  which  requires  the  prices  on  in- 
voices to  be  set  forth  without  the  inclusion  therein  of  nondutiable 
items.  You  say  that  you  purchase  goods  "free  on  board,"  and  that 
you  have  an  invoice  which  amounts  to  160  pounds  for  600  yards  of 
merchandise,  on  which  the  carriage  amounts  to  14a.  Id,  You  state 
that  "the  Department  can  see  that  it  is  nearly  impossible  to  figure 
this  off  the  price  of  the  goods." 

The  purpose  of  the  Department  in  issuing  the  circular  in  question  is 
the  establishment  of  prices  in  invoices  which  shall  be  manifest  without 
the  necessity  of  an  arithmetical  computation.  This  involves  as  much 
difficulty  for  the  customs  officials  as  it  would  for  the  consignee  of  the 
merchandise.  An  invoice  frequently  covesrs  various  classes  of  goods, 
the  classification  of  some  of  which  may  depend  upon  the  value  per 
unit,  and  the  statement  at  the  foot  of  such  an  invoice  that  the  goods 
are  sold  F.  O.  B.  entails  a  minute  apportionment  of  charges  pro  rata 
among  th6  different  items,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  value  and  possible 
classification  of  each.  The  Department  holds  that  it  is  incumbent 
upon, the  seller  of  goods  to  name  the  price  thereof,  without  the  inclu- 
sion of  such  nondutiable  items.  Matters  of  freight,  etc.,  can  easily  l>e 
provided  for  outside  of  the  invoice. 

On  the  21st  instant  an  additional  circular  relating  to* this  subject  was 
issued  in  which  some  concessions  were  made  for  the  convenience  of  the 
importers. 

*  Kondatiable  items,  deducted  from  the  price  of  the  goods,  may  be 
added  on  entry,  and  the  importers  may  thus  reserve  the  right  of  pro- 
test and  of  reappraisement. 

You  urge  that  any  invoice  which  is  verified  by  a  United  States  con 
sul  ought  to  be  accepted  by  the  customs  officers.  You  are  informed 
that  this  Department  has  taken  proper  steps  to  have  the  consuls  in- 
structed in  regard  to  its  requirements,  and  that  it  is  exi>ected  that  their 
action  will  in  due  time  conform  thereto.  But  the  failure  of  a  consul 
to  enforce  the  rule  can  not  exemptthe  importer  from  compliance  there- 
with. 

The  Department  trusts  that  its  desire  to  establish  proper  forms  of 
invoice  will  not  be  found  to  obstruct  the  business  of  importers.    It  is- 
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to  the  advantage  of  all  to  secure  promptitude  in  the  appraisement  of 
goods  and  in  the  liquidation  of  entries,  both  of  which  processes  are 
delayed  by  ambiguity  and  complexity  in  invoices. 
BespeetfuUy,  yours, 

JOHN  H.  GEAE, 
(1461  g, )  Acting  Secretary. 


[Omitted  from  August  dedsions.] 
(13542.) 

Immip^nt  rtwther  of  child  horn  after  she  landed  can  not  he  deported  against 

her  Unix. 

Tbeasuey  Department,  August  20,  1892. 

Sib  :  Your  communication  of  18th  instant  (addressed  to  the  Super- 
intendent of  Immigration),  concerning  the  case  of  one  Delia  Connolly, 
a  pauper  immigrant,  has  been  received.  You  state  that  this  immigrant 
<ame  to  this  country  on  the  steamship  Bcandinavian,  and  was  landed  at  the 
port  of  Boston  June  1,  1892,  under  the  name  oi  Mary  Connelly ;  that 
three  weeks  thereafter  she  was  admitted  to  the  State  almshouse,  and 
four  weeks  after  her  admission  to  th^  almshouse  she  gave  birth  to  a 
<hild ;  and  you  express  the  opinion  that,  because  of  the  fraud  perpe- 
trated by  her  and  false  statements  subsequently  made,  she  should  be 
retumed  to  the  country  from  which  she  came,  notwithstanding  her 
<!hild  was  bom  in  this  country.^  It  is  assumed  that  the  child  is  living, 
although  yon  do  not  so  state. 

In  response  to  your  request  for  instructions  in  the  premises,  I  have  to 
i^tate:  The  ruling  of  the  Department  in  similar  cases,  based  upon  opin- 
ions of  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  has  been,  in  substance,  that  the 
child  having  been  born  on  American  soil  and  under  the  jurisdiction  and 
protection  of  the  United  States,  is  an  American  citizen ;  and  that  the 
mother,  being  its  natural  guardian,  can  not  be  separated  from  it.  There- 
fore, notwithstanjling  the  misrepresentations,  the  mother  can  not  be 
deported  against  her  will* 
Respectfully,  yours, 

O.  L.  SPAULDING, 

Acting  Secretary. 
Hon.  8.  C.  Wbightington, 

Commissioner  of  Immigration^  Boston,  Mass. 
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[Omltt^  from  November  decieioiis.] 
(13543.) 

Circular. — Providing  for  statistics  of  exports  from  the  United  States  to 

foreign  countries  by  railway  cars. 

Treasury  Department,  November ^  29^  1892. 
To  Collectors  of  Customs  and  others: 

Art,  1.  The  atteotion  of  officers  of  customs  and  others  is  directed  to 
the  following  provision'in  section  1  of  the  act  of  July  16,  1892,  for  the 
collection  of  statistics  of  domestic  exports  by  land  carriage : 

That  hereafter  collectors  of  customs  shall  render  to  the  Bureau  of 
Statistics,  in  such  manuej*  and  form  and  at  such  periods  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe,  returus  of  exports  to  foreign  coun- 
tries leaving  the  United  States  by  rail.  Any  person  who  shall  hereafter 
deliver  to  any  railway  or  transportation  company  or  other  common 
carrier  commodities  for  transportation  and  exportation  by  rail  from  the 
United  States  to  foreign  countries,  shall  also  deliver  to  the  agent  of 
such  railway  or  transportation  company  or  common  carrier  a  manifest 
in  such  form  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe,  duly 
verified  by  oath  or  affirmation,  exhibiting  the  kinds,  quantities,  and 
values  of  the  several  articles  delivered  by  such  person  for  transporta- 
tion and  exportation ;  and  any  railway  or  transportation  company  or 
common  carrier  that  shall  hereafter  transport  commodities  for  expor- 
tation, as  herein  specified,  without  having  received  such  manifest  of  the 
persons  shipping  the  same  for  transportation  and  exportation  as  afore- 
said, shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  twenty-five  dollars.  And  no  railway 
car  containing  commodities,  the  product  or  manufacture  of  the  United 
States,  or  foreign  goods,  duty  paid  or  free  of  duty,  intended  to  be  ex- 
ported to  any  foreign  country,  shall  be  permitted  hereaft;er  to  leave  the 
United  States  until  the  agent  of  the  rail\^y  or  transportation  company 
or  the  person  having  such  car  in  charge  shall  deliver  to  the  customs 
officer  at  the  last  port  in  the  United  States  through  which  the  com- 
modities pass  into  foreign  territory  a  manifest  thereof,  which  shall 
specify  the  kinds  and  quantities  of  the  commodities  in  the  form  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ;  and  said  manifest  shall  be 
accompanied  by  the  manifest  thereof  required  herein  to  be  delivered 
to  the  railway  or  transportation  companies  by  the  owners,  shippers, 
or  consignors  of  the  commodities.  The  agent  or  employ6  of  the  rail- 
way or  transportation  company  who  shall  hereafter  omit  or  refnse  to 
deliver  to  the  customs  officer  such  manifests  of  the  lading  of  any  car 
shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  fifty  dollars  for  each  offense,  or  the  de- 
tention of  the  car  until  such  manifests  shall  be  furnished,  or  informa- 
tion satisfactory  to  such  custgms  officer  as  to  the  kind,  quantities,  and 
values  of  the  domestic  and  foreign  free  or  duty  paid  commodities  laden 
on  such  car :  Provided^  That  nothing  contained  in  the  foregoing  shall 
be  held  as  applicable  to  goods  in  transit  between  American  jwrts  by 
routes  passing  through  foreign  territory,  or  to  merchandise  in  transit 
between  places  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  by  routes  passing  through 
the  United  States,  or  to  merchandise  arriving  at  the  ports  designated 
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under  the  authority  of  sectioti  three  thousand  and  five  of  the  Eevlsed 
Statntes  and  irhieh  may  be  destined  for  places  in  the  Republic  of 
Mejico. 

Abt.  2.  This  provision  of  law  applies  only  to  articles  intended  to  be 
exported  by  land  carriage  to  or  through  a<^acent  foreign  territory  for 
a  market,  and  not  to  articles  shipped  from  one  part  of  the  United 
States  to  another  part  thereof  through  ac^acent  foreign  territory,  or  to 
merchandise  passing  through  the  United  States  in  transit  from  one 
foreign  country  to  another,  or  from  one  portion  of  a  foreign  country  to 
another  portion  thereof,  across  the  territory  of  the  United  States. 

Art.  3.  The  list,  or  manifest,  of  articles  to  be  exported  required  by 
law  to  be  furnished  by  the  owner,  shipper,  or  consignor,  to  the  agent 
of  the  railway  or  transportation  company  at  the  point  in  the  United 
States  where  the  merchandise  is  shipped  for  transportation  to  or  through 
adjacent  foreign  territory,  shall  be  in  the  following  form : 

MANIFEST    OF  OWNER,   SHIPPER,     OR     CONSIGNOR     OF    ARTICLES    EX- 
PORTED BY  RAILWAY. 

LU(  or  manifest  of  articles  of  domestic  pr6duciion  or  manufacture^  and  foreign  articles  free 
of  duty  or  duty  paid,  delivered  hy  {name  of  exporter,  shipper  or  consigiior)  to  {name  of 
railway  or  transportation  company,  station,  and  agent)  for  exportation  to  {place  of 
intended  destination  in  foreign  country)  via  {name  of  last  port  in  United  States  whence 
the  articles  pass  into  the  foreign  country). 


Marks  and 

namhera  of 

packages. 


Deecription  of  articles. 


Domestic  articles. 


Quantities. 


Values. 


D<Mar$. 


Foreign  articles  f^ee 
of  duty  or  duty  paid. 


Quantities. 


Values. 


DoUoTM, 


I. 


• 

[name  of  owner,  shipper,  or  consignor],  solemnly 


swear  (or  affirm)  that  the  above  is  a  full  and  true  statement  of  the 
kinds,  quantities  and  values,  and  destination  of  all  the  articles  delivered 
^y  me  for  exportation  as  aforesaid. 


Sworn  (or  affirmed)  before  me  this 


day  of 


189-. 


Art.  4.  The  law  provides  that  any  railway  or  transportation  com- 
pany or  common  carrier  who  shall  hereafter  transport  such  commodi- 
ties for  exportation  to  or  through  Canada  or  Mexico  without  having 
^^ceivedsuch  manifest  from  the  persons  shipping  the  same  for  trans- 
I»<>rtation  and  exportation  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of 
»2 
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Abt  5.  The  manifest  of  the  owner,  shipper,  or  consignor  will  be  car- 
ri^  by  the  railway  conductor,  or  person  in  charge  of  the  car  contain- 
ing the  commodities,  to  the  last  port  in  the  United  States  through 
which  snch  eommoditieapass  into  foreign  territory,  and  will  be  delivered 
to  the  United  States  collector  of  customs  of  such  port,  together  with  the 
car  manifest  required  by  law  to  be  delivered  to  said  officer  by  the  rail- 
way or  transportation  company. 

Abt.  6.  The  law  further  provides  that  no  railway  car  containing 
commodities  the  product  or  manufacture  of  the  United  States,  or  foreign 
goods  duty  paid  or  free  of  duty,  intended  to  be  exported  to  any  foreign 
-country,  shall  be  permitted  hereafter  to  leave  the  United  States  until 
the  agent  of  the  railway  or  transportation  company,  or  person  having 
such  car  in  charge,  shall  deliver  to  the  customs  officer  at  the  last  port 
of  the  United  States  from  which  the  commodities  pass  into  foreign 
territory,  a  manifest  thereof,  which  shall  specify  the  kinds  and 
quantities  of  the  commodities.  This  car  manifest,  which  the  railway 
or  tran9portation  company  is  required  to  deliver  to  the  customs  offi- 
cer, accompanied  by  the  manifests  of  the  owners,  shippers,  or  consign- 
ors, must  exhibit  the  marks,  numbers,  description,  and  quantities  of  the 
goods  corresponding  to  those  contained  in  the  manifests  of  the  same 
goods  furnished  by  the  owners,  shippers,  or  consignors  thereof,  but  is 
not  required  to  show  their  values  ,*  and  it  shall  be  in  the  following  form : 

CAB  MANIFEST  OF  ABTIOLBS  EXPORTED  BY  RAILWAY. 


Li^y  or  manifesty  of  articles  of  domestic  production  or  manufacturCf  and  of  foreign  artidei 

free  of  duty  or  duty  paidy  laden  on  hoard  car  No, ,  to  be  transported  by  ti^ 

railway  (or transportation  company)  to  Canada  {or  Mexico)  tfia  (name  of  port  m 

the  frontier  where  the  goods  pass  into  foreign  territory). 


Marks  and 

numbers  of 

packages. 


Description  of  articles. 


tides.  ^^  ^„jy  j^,^ 


Quantities. 


Quantities. 


I, 


[name  of  agent  of  railway  or  transportation  com- 


pany], certify  that  the  above  is  a  true  statement  of  the  kinds  and  quan- 
tities of  all  the  articles  of  domestic  product,  or  foreign  articles  duty 
paid  and  free  of  duty,  laden  on  car  No. ,  for  transportation  and  ex- 
portation to [name  of  country  to  which  destin^],  and  that  the 

shipper's  manifests  of  said  articles  in  due  form  are  delivered  herewith. 

,  — ; ,  189    . , 

Agent  or  Conductor  of  Bailway  or  TratuepartaUon  Company, 
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AfiT.  7.  The  law  further  provide  that  the  agent  or  employ^  of  the 
railway  or  transportation  company  who  shall  omit  or  refuse  to  deliver 
to  the  customs  officer  at  the  frontier  port  a  manifest  of  such  oommodi< 
ties  to  be  exported  contained  in  each  car,  and  the  accompanying  mani- 
fests of  the  owners,  shippers,  or  consignors  of  the  articles,  required  by 
]a\r,  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  $50  for  each  offense,  or  the  deten- 
tion of  the  car  until  such  manifests  are  furnished,  or  information  sat- 
isfactory to  the  customs  officer  is  given  as  to  the  kinds,  quantities,  and 
values  of  the  domestic  and  foreign  free  or  duty  paid  commodities  laden 
oQ  such  car. 

Art.  8.  The  infoirmation  satisfactorv  to  the  customs  officer  of  the  con- 
tents  of  the  car,  reciuired  by  law,  in  case  the  manifests  of  the  owners, 
shippers,  or  consignors  of  the  articlas,  for  good  reason  shown,  do  not 
accompany  the  cai\  will  be  a  car  manifest  or  list  of  the  articles  laden 
thereon  for  export,  which  must  show  the  kinds,  quantities,  and  values 
of  the  articles,  and  their  destination,  made  up  as  accurately  as  possible 
by  the  railway  or  transportation  company  transporting  the  same,  from 
an  examination  of  the  contents  of  the  car  by  an  officer  of  the  customs 
and  of  said  mil  way  or  transportation  company. 

Aht.  9.  Goods  shipped  from  the  United  States  through  Canada  or 
Mexico  for  a  market  beyond  thase  countries  should  be  declared  as  for 
export  to  the  country  of  destination  and  not  to  Canada  or  Mexico. 

Abt.  10.  Care  should  be  taken  to  report  on  manifests  the  foreign 
goods  duty  free  or  which  have  paid  duty,  separately  irom  goods  of  do 
mestic  product. 

Art.  11.  In  distinguishing  between  foreign  and  domestic  goods,  only 
those  goods  will  be  reported  as  foreign  which  have  undergone  no  change 
or  enhancement  in  value  by  the  application  of  labor  in  the  United 
States,  Articles  made  from  foreign  materials,  or  changed  from  the  con- 
dition in  which  imported  by  repacking,  grinding,  etc.,  will  be  classed 
as  of  domestic  product  or  manufacture. 

Art.  12.  It  is  suggested  that  railway  or  transportation  companies, 
so  far  as  practicable,  have  one  of  their  employes  qualified  to  administer 
oaths  at  all  railway  stations  where  goods  are  shipped  for  export  to  or 
through  Canada  or  Mexico,  aflFected  by  the  provisions  of  this  law,  also 
that  they  have  on  hand  at  all  such  points  a  supply  of  blank  lists,  or 
manifests,  in  the  form  prescribed  herein,  for  the  use  of  exporters. 

Art.  13.  Collector  of  customs  shall  report  without  delay  to  the  near- 
*^t  United  States  district  attorney  and  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
all  violations  of  the  provisions  of  this  law. 

O.  L.  SPAULDIXG, 
85  Acting  Secretary. 
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DistricU. 


(13644.)     ' 

List  of  customs  disirieta  and  ports  of  entry  and  delivery. 

Ports  of  delivery. 


Alabama : 
Mobile. 

Alaska: 
Alaska. 


Arisona : 

Arizona 

California : 

Humboldt 

Los  Angeles.... 

San  Diego 

San  Francisco. 


Colorado : 
Colorado. 

Connecticut  : 
Faitiield.. 


Kew  Hiwen. 


New  London. 


Stonington. 
Delaware : 
Delaware... 


District  of  Columbia : 

Georgetown 

Florida : 

.\palacli  icola. 

Fcrnandina 

Key  West 


Pensacola 

St.  Augustine 

St.  Jolins 

St.  Marks 


Ports  of  entry. 


Mobile... 


Sitka. 


Nogales 


Eureka 

Los  Angeles. .. 

San  Diego 

San  Francisco. 


Bridgeport. 


Hartford Hartford 


Taiupa Tampa 

Georgia  : 

Brunswick Brunswick. 


New  Haven 


New  London. 


Stoningfton... 
Wilmington. 

Georgetown. 


Montgomery. 

Juneau. 
Kadiak. 
Mary  Island. 
Unalaska. 
Sand  Point. 
Wrangel. 


Crescent  City. 


San  Luis  Obispo. 
Vallejo. 

Denver. 

Greenwich. 

Norwalk. 

Stamford. 

Stratford. 

Chatham. 

Chester. 

Clinton. 

Cromwell. 

East  Haddam. 

East  Hartford. 

Enfield. 

Eissex. 

Glastonbury. 

Haddam. 

Middletown. 

Old  Saybrook. 

Portland. 

Rocky  Hill. 

Saybrook. 

Springfield,  Mass. 

Westbrook. 

Wetherefield. 

Branford. 

Derby. 

Guilford. 

MUford. 

Groton. 

Lyme. 

Norwich. 

Pawcatuck  River. 

Delaware  City. 
New  Castle. 
Port  Penn. 


Apalachicola 

Fernandina 

Key  West 

Punta  Gorda,  subport  of  entry... 

Pensacola 

St.  .\ugustine 

Jacksonville , 

Cedar  Keys r. 


St.  Marys St.  Marys. 

Savannah Savannah 

Idaho : 

Montana  and  Idaho 

Illinois : 

Clhicago '  Chicago 


Fort  Benton. 


Magnolia. 
St.  Marks. 


Darien. 
Frcderica. 
Atlanta. 
Augusta. 


Michigan  City. 
Waukegan. 
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List  of  customs  districts  and  ports  of  entry  and  delivery — Continaed. 


Diatricto. 


Porto  of  entry. 


Porto  of  dalfvcfy. 


Indiana : 
Chicago. 


Iowa: 

Port  of  delivery  only 
LoaiaiaDH: 

NeirOrleans 


Chicago Indianapolis. 

Michigan  City. 
Waukegan. 


New  Orleans. 


I 


Teche 

Maine: 

Aroostook. 
Bangor 


Brashear,  Morgan  City. 


Houlton. 
Bangor . . 


Bath. 


Bath. 


Belfast I  Belfast. 


Caatlne 

Falmonth  and  Portland. 


Castine. 


Portland. 


Frenchman  Bay.. 
Kennebunk 


Ellsworth 

MUDesert  Ferry  ,subport  of  entry . 
Kennebank 


Machias 

Paasamaquoddy. 


Machias.. 
Eastport. 


Portland. 


Portland 


Saco 

Waldoboro.. 


Waldoboro. 


Wiscaaset 


,    York 

Maryland: 
Annapolis. 


Wiscasset . 
York 


Annapolia. 


Des  Moines,  Iowa. 

Burlingrton,  Iowa. 
Chattanoogfa,  Tenn. 
Cincinnati » Ohio. 
Council  BlafTSf  Iowa. 
Dubuque,  Iowa. 
Eyansville,  Ind. 
Galena,  111. 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 
La  Crosse,  Wis. 
Leavenworth,  Kans. 
Lincoln,  Nebr. 
Louisville,  Ky. 
Memphis,  Tenn. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Paducah,  Ky. 
Peoria,  111. 
Portemouth,  Ohio. 
Rock  Island,  111. 
St.  Joseph,  Mo. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Shreveport,  La. 
Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
Wheeling,  W.  Va. 


Hampden. 

Frankfort. 

Bowdoinham. 

Gardiner. 

Georgetown. 

Hallowell. 

Pltteton. 

Richmond. 

Camden. 

North  Haven. 

Prospect. 

Rock  port. 

Vinal  Haven. 

Blue  Hill. 

Bucksport. 

Deer  Island. 

Brunswick. 

Frecport. 

Harps  well. 

North  Yarmouth. 

Union  River. 

Kennebunk  Port. 
Wells. 

Calais. 

Pembroke. 

Robbinston. 

Brunswick. 

Freeport. 

Harpswell. 

North  Yarmouth. 

Scarboro. 

Bristol. 

Cushing. 

Damariscotta. 

St.  George. 

Thorn  aston. 

Warren. 

Alma. 

Boothbay. 


Benedict. 
Cedar  Point. 
Ix)wer  Marlboro, 
Nottingham. 
St.  Marys. 
Town  Creek. 
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List  of  customs  districts  and  ports  of  entry  and  delivery — Continued. 


Districts. 


Ports  of  entry. 


Maryland — Continued. 
JBaltimore 


Baltimore , 


Eastern 

Massachusetts : 
Barnstable.. 


Crisfield 

Barnstable. 


Boston  and  Charlestown Boston. 


Edffartown. 
Fall  River.. 


Edgartown. 
Fall  River... 


Gloucester '  Gloucester.. 


Marblehead... 

Nantucket. 

New  Bedford. 


Marblehead... 

Nantucket 

New  Bedford. 


Newburyport....^ Newburyport 


Plymouth Plymouth. 


Salem  and  Beverly. 
Michigan : 

Detroit 

Huron 

Michigan 


Salem 


Detroit 

Port  Huron 

Grand  Haven 


Superior. 


Port  of  delivery  only 
Miuneaota  : 

Duluth 

Minnesota 


Ashland, subport  of  entry... 

Marquette , 

Superior,  subport  of  entry. 


Mississippi : 

Natchez 

Pearl  River. 


Natchez 

Shieldsboro  (Bay  St.  Ix>uis). 


Yicksburg , 

Montana : 

Montana  and  Idaho. 
New  Hampshire : 

Portsmouth 


Yicksburg.... 
Fort  Benton. 
Portsmouth . 


New  Jersey: 
Bridgeton 


Bridgeton 


Burlington 

Great  Egg  Harbor., 
Little  Egg  Harbor.. 

Newark 

Perth  Amboy 


Trenton 

Somers  Point. 

Tuckerton 

Newark 

Perth  Amboy 


New  York ; 

Buffalo  Creek, 


Duluth 

St.  Paul 

Minneapolis,  subport  of  entry.. .. 


Buffalo. 


Ports  of  deliveo'- 


Cambridge. 
Easton. 

Havre  de  Grace. 
Salisbury. 

Chatham. 

Falmouth. 

Harwich. 

Provinoetown. 

Sandwich. 

Weimeet. 

Cambridge. 

Cohasset. 

Dorchester. 

Hingham. 

Medford. 

Rozbuiy. 

Weymouth. 

Berkley. 

Freetown. 

Somerset. 

Swansea. 

Taunton. 

Manchester. 

Bockport. 

Lynn. 

Rochester. 

Wareham. 

Westport. 

Amesbury. 

Haverhill. 

Ipswich. 

Newbury. 

Salisbury. 

Duxbury. 

Kingston. 

Marshlleld. 

Scituate. 

Dan  vers. 


Cheboygan. 
Ludingion. 
Manist<»e. 
Mackinaw. 
Sault  St.  Marie, 

Grand  Rapids. 


Grand  Gulf. 
East  Pascagoula. 
Pearlington. 
Ship  Island. 


Berwick. 
Dover. 
Exeter. 
Kittery,  Me. 
New  Castle. 

Port  Elizabeth. 

Salem. 

Trenton. 


Elizabeth. 
Middletown  Point. 
New  Brunswick. 


_.. 
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List  of  custamis  diMricis  and  ports  of  entry  and  delivery — (continued. 


Diatricts. 


New  York^Oontinued. 

Cftpe  Vtnoent. 

Champlain 

City  of  New  York.. 


Porta  of  entry  ^ 


Ports  of  delivery. 


Dunkirk. 


Genesee 

.Viagara 

Otwegatehie 

OBwejfo 

Sftg  Harbor 

North  Carolina  : 

.Albemarle 

Beaufort 

Pamlico 

Wilmington 

North  Dakota: 

North  Dakota 

Ohio: 

Cuyahoga 

Miami 

''tendusky 

Port  of  delivery  only 

OrplBron  an^  Waahfagton : 

^uthern  District  of  Oregon. 


Cape  Vinoent 

Plattsburg FortCovin^n. 

i  Whitehall. 

New  York , NewAVindsor. 

Jersey  City :l  Albany. 

Cold  Hpring. 
,  Erfiopus. 
Huoson. 
Kinderhook. 
,  Newburg. 

Patchogue. 
I  Port  JefTernon. 
I  Poughkeepsie. 
Rhinebeck  Landing. 
Troy. 

Dunkirk Barcelona. 

Cattaraugus  Creek, 
i  Silver  Creek. 

River  Genesee  (Rochester) 

Suspension  Bridge 

Ogaensburg 

Oswego 

SagHarlK>r Qreenport. 


Edenton 

Beaufort 

Newbern 

Wilmington. 


Pembina,  N.  Dak Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak, 

Cleveland '  Fairport. 

Toledo 

Sandusky 

Columbus. 


Coos  Bay  (Empire  City). 


Oregon 

Puf(et  Sound. 


Ellensburg. 
Gardner. 
Port  Orford. 


Willamette 

Vaquina. 

Penniylvania : 

Erie 

Philadelphia 

Pittsburg. 

Rhode  Island : 

Bristol  and  Warren. 
Neirport 


Astoria 

Port  Townsend 

Aberdeen,  subport  of  entry 

Blaine,  subport  of  entry 

Everett,  subport  of  entry , 

New  Whateom,  subport  of  entry. 
Port  Angeles,  subport  of  entry..., 

Seattle,  subport  of  entry.. , 

Taooma,  subport  of  entry , 

Portland .^ , 

Yaquina .". 


Erie 

Philadelphia 


Pittsburg. 


Newport. 


Camden. 
(Chester. 


Bristol  and  Warren. 
Newport 


I 


Providence 

Swuth  Carolina: 

Beaufort. 

Charleston 

Georgetown 

Sonih  Dakota : 

South  Dakota 

1  ennewee : 

Port  of  delivery  only. 
Texas: 

Brazos  de  Santiago.... 

Corpus  Christi 


Providence. 


Beaufort 

Charleston... 
Georgetown. 


Pembina,  N.  Dak 


Galveston 


Paso  del  Norte. 
^aluria 


Brownsville 

Corpus  Christi 

Laredo,  subport  of  entry... 

Galveston 

Velasco,  subport  of  entry. 

El  Paso 

Eagle  Pass 


Vermont: 
Vermont. 


Burlington. 


Barrington. 

North  Kingston. 

Tiverton. 

East  Greenwich. 

Pawtuxet. 


Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak. 
Nashville,  Tenn. 

Aransas. 

Sabine. 
Houston. 

Copana. 
Lavaca. 
Matagorda. 
San  Antonio. 


/ 
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List  of  cufitonuf  districts  and  port»  of  tmiry  and  delir>ery — Continaed. 


Districts.  Ports  of  entry.  Ports  of  dellTerj-. 


Virgrinia : 

Alexandria Alexandria Potomac. 

Cherrystone >  Cape  Charles  City  (ECastville) Folly  Landing. 

Snow  Hill. 

Newport  News , ,  Newport  News Yorktown. 

Norfolk  and  Portsmouth '  Norfolk  and  Portsmouth '  Smithfield. 

Suffolk. 

Petersburg ;  Petersburg  to  City  Point 

Richmond. >  Richmond < 

I  West  Point,  subport  of  entry  and 

delivery 

Tappahannock Tappahannock Fredericksburg. 

'  Port  Royal. 

I  Yeocomico. 

Washington :  i 

Oregon '  Aatoria 

Puget  Sound |  PortTownaend 

Aberdeen,  subport  of  entry 

Blaine,  subport  of  en  iry I 

Everett,  subport'  of  entry 

New  Whatcom,  subport  of  entry.. 
Port  Angeles,  subport  of  entry.... 

Seattle,  subport  of  entry 

Tacoma,  subport  of  entry 

Portland 

Yaquina Newport. 

Coos  Bay  (Empire  City) i  Ellensburg. 

Gardner. 
I  Port  Oxford, 

Milwaukee I  Depere. 

I  Oreen  Bay. 
.  Kenosha. 
Racine. 
Sheboygan. 


Willamette 

Yaquina 

Southern  District  uf  Oregon.. 

Wisconsin  : 

Milwaukee 


List  of  customs  porta  of  entry  and  delivery. 


Porte.  Districts. 


Aberdeen South  Dakota Subport  of  entry. 

Albany New  York Port  of  delix'ery. 

Alexandria Virginia Port  of  entry. 

Alma Maine Port  of  delivers*. 

Amesbury Massachusetts Do. 

Annapolis Maryland Port  of  entry, 

Apalachicola Florida Do. 

Aransas Texas Port  of  deliver}'. 

Ashland Michigan Subport  of  entr}-. 

Astoria Washington Port  of  entrj'. 

Atlanta Georgia Port  of  delivery. 

Augusta do Do. 

Baltimore Maryland Port  of  entry. 

Bangor Maine Do. 

Barcelona .' New  York Port  of  delivery. 

Barnstable Massachusetts Port  of  entry. 

Barrington Rhode  Island Port  of  deliver^'. 

Bath Maine Port  of  entry. 

Beaufort North  Carolina Do. 

Beaufort South  Carolina Do. 

Belfast Maine Do. 

Benedict Maryland Port  of  deliver}-. 

Berkley Massachusetts Do. 

Berwick New  Hampshire Do. 

Blaine Washington •  Subport  of  entry. 

Blue  Hill Maine Port  of  deliver}-. 

Boothba}* do '  Do. 

Boston Massachusetts Port  of  entry. 

Bowdoinham Maine Port  of  delivery. 

Branford Connecticut Do. 

Brashear  (Morgan  City) Louisiana Portof  entry. 

Bridgeport Connecticut Do. 

Bridgeton New  Jersey Do. 

Bristol Maine Port  of  delivery. 

Bristol  and  Warren Rhode  Island Port  of  entry. 

Brownsville Texas I  Do. 

Brunswick Georgia Do. 
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List  of  customs  ports  of  efUrif  and  delivery — Continued. 

f 

Portfi.  Districts. 


Brunswick Maine Port  of  delivery. 

Bnokspori do Do. 

BufliUo- Nqw  York Port  of  entry. 

Burlington lovra Port  of  delivery. 

Do Vermont Port  of  entry. 

Calais Maine , Port  of  delivery. 

Cambridge Maryland Do. 

Do MamachuaettB Do. 

Camden Maine Do. 

Do Pennsylvania Do. 

Cape  Charles  City  (Eastville) Virginia Portof  entry. 

Cape  Vincent New  York Do. 

Castine Maine Do. 

Cattaraagus  Creek New  York Port  of  delivery. 

Cedar  Ke^s Florida Port  of  entp\ 

Cedtr  Point Maryland Port  of  delivery. 

Charleston South  Carolina Port  of  entry. 

Chatham Massachusetts Port  of  delivery. 

Do Connecticut Do. 

Chattanooga Tennessee Do. 

Cheboygan Michigan Do. 

Chester Connecticut Do. 

Do Pennsylvania Do. 

Chicago Illinois Portof  entry. 

Cincinnati Ohio Port  of  delivery. 

Cleveland do Portof  entry. 

Clinton Connecticut Port  of  delivery. 

Cohftiwet Massachusetts Do. 

Cold  Spring New  York Do. 

Colnmbos Ohio Do. 

CoccBay  (Empire  City) Oregon Port  of  entry. 

Copiino Texas Port  of  delivery. 

Corpas  Christ! do Port  of  entry. 

Council  Bluffs Iowa Port  of  delivery. 

Crescent  City California Do. 

Crisfield Maryland Port  of  entry. 

Cromwell Connecticut Port  of  delivery. 

Cashing Maine • ^...  Do. 

I*amanscotta do ." Do. 

Danvers Massachusetts » Do. 

Darien Georgia Do. 

Deerlsland Maine Do. 

I»elawarc  City Delaware ." Do. 

Denver '. Colorado Do. 

Deperc Wisconsin Do. 

Derby Connecticut Do. 

Des  Moines Iowa Do. 

Detroit Michigan Port  of  entry. 

Dorchester Massachusetts Port  of  delivery. 

Dover New  Hampshire Do. 

Dubuque Iowa Do. 

Imlnth Minnesota Port  of  entry. 

Dankirk New  York Do. 

Duxbury MassachuHctts Port  of  delivery. 

Eagle  Pass Texas Port  of  entry. 

East  Qreenwieh Rhode  Island Port  of  delivery. 

East  Haddam Connecticut Do. 

East  Hartford do Do, 

East  Pascagoula Mifsissippi Do. 

EaiBtport Maine Portof  entry. 

Easton  „ Maryland Port  of  deliverj-. 

Edenton North  Carolina Port  of  entry. 

Edgartown Massachusetts Port  of  entry. 

Elizabeth New  Jersey Port  of  delivery. 

EUensburg WaHhington Do. 

Ellsworths Maine Port  of  entry. 

El  Paso Texas Do. 

Enfield Connecticut Port  of  deliverj'. 

Erie Pennsylvania Port  of  entry. 

Esopus New  York Port  of  delivery. 

Essex Connecticut Do. 

?:ureka California Port  of  entry. 

Evansville Indiana Port  of  delivery. 

Everett '  Washington Snbport  of  entrj*. 

Exeter .". '  New  Hampshire Port  of  delivery. 

?'jurport Ohio Do. 

Fall  River i  Massachusetts Portof  entry. 

Falmouth do Port  of  delivery. 

Fernandina Florida Port  of  entry. 

Follv  r,anding Virginia Port  of  deliver}-. 
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Lint  of  cudonia  ports  ofetitry  and  d^'livery — Ck)Dtiuiied. 


Porta.  Dietricts. 

Fort  Benton .' Montana Port  of  entry. 

Fort  Covington ." Xew  York Port  of  delivery. 

Frankfort '  Maine Do. 

Frederica Ueorfcia Do. 

Frederickftburgr Virjfinia > Do. 

Freeport Maine Do. 

Freetown Massachusetts Do. 

Galena Illinois Do- 

Gal've!*ton Texas Port  of  entry. 

Gardiner Maine Port  of  delivery. 

Gardner Oregon Do. 

Georgretown T)lstrict  of  Columbia Port  of  entry. 

Do Maine Port  of  delivery. 

Do South  Carolina '  Port  of  entry. 

Glastonbury Connecticut Port  of  deliverj*. 

Gloucester Massachusetts Port  of  entry. 

Grand  Gulf. MisiiAsippi Port  of  delivery. 

Grand  Haven Michigan Port  of  entry. 

Grand  Rapids do Port  of  deliverj-. 

Green  Bay Wisconsin Do. 

Greenport New  York Do. 

Greenwich Connecticut Do. 

Grotou do Do. 

Guilford do Do. 

Haddam do Do. 

Rallowell Maine Do. 

Hampden do Do. 

Harpswell do Do. 

Hartford Connecticut Port  of  entry. 

Harwich Massachusetts Port  of  delivery. 

Haverhill do Do. 

Havre  de  Grace Maryland Do. 

Hingham Massachusetts Do. 

Houfton „..   Maine Port  of  entry. 

Houston Texa.s Port  of  deliverj*. 

Hudson New  York Do. 

Indianapolis Indiana ; Do. 

Ipswich Massaclyisetts Do. 

Jacksonville Florida Port  of  entry. 

Jerxey  City New  Jersey Do. 

Juneau Alaska Port  of  delivery. 

Kadiak..v Alaska Do. 

Kansas  City Missouri Do. 

Kennebunk Maine Port  of  entry. 

Kennebunk  Port do Port  of  delivery. 

Kenosha Wisconsin Do. 

Key  West Florida Port  of  entry. 

Kinderhook New  York Port  of  deliverj'. 

Kiuicston Massachusetts Do. 

Kittery Maine Do. 

La  Crosse Wisconsin '  Do. 

Laredo Texas  Subport  of  cntrj'. 

Lavaca do Port  of  delivery. 

Leavenworth Kansas Do. 

Lincoln Nebraska Do. 

Lo.i  Angeles California..) Port  of  entrj'. 

Louisville Kentucky.. Port  of  deliverj-. 

Lower  Marlboro Maryland Do. 

Lyme Connecticut Do. 

Lynn Massachusetts Do. 

Ludington Michigan Do. 

Machias Maine Port  of  entry. 

Mackinaw Michigan Port  of  delivery. 

Maguolia Florida Do. 

Manchester Massachusetts Do. 

Manistee MichiK^an Do. 

Marblehead :..   Massachusetts Port  of  entrj*. 

Marquette Michigan Do, 

Marshfield Massachusetts Port  of  delivery. 

Mar  J'  Island Alaska Do. 

Matagorda Texas Do. 

Me<lford Massachusetts Do. 

Memphis Tennessee Do. 

Michigan  City Indiana Do. 

Middletown _  Connecticut Do. 

Middletown  Point "  New  Jerscj- Do. 

Milford ,  Connecticut ;  Do. 

Milwaukee Wisconsin Port  of  entrj*. 

Minneapoli(« Minnesota Subport  of  entry. 

Mobile Alabama Port  of  entrj'- 
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LiM  of  cuntonu*  parU  of  entry  ami  delirery — Continaed. 


Porto. 


Distrieto. 


3Iontgomer>' 

Mount  Desert  Ferry 

>'«Dtocket 

.N'wbTille. 

>'atchez 

Newark 

Newbern 

Kewburi; 

Xewbury 

Xewburyport 

Newport 

Do 

Newport  NewB 

New  Bedford 

New  Brunswick 

Newcastle 

Do 

New  Haven 

New  liondoa.. 

New  Orleans 

New  WliAtcom 

New  Windier 

New  York 

N<^le8 

Norfolk  and  Portsmouth ... 

North  Haven 

North  Kingston 

North  Yarmouth 

Norwalk 

Norwich 

NoUinjpham 

Ordensburg 

Old  Saybrook 

Omalia 

Oswego 

Paducah 

Patcbogue 

Pawcatuck  River 

Pawtuxet 

Pearlington 

Pembina. 

Pembroke 

Pensacola 

Peoria 

PpTth  Amboy 

Peiersburg  to  City  Point 

Philadelphia- 

PittAburg 

Pittston 

Plattsburg 

Plymouth 

Port  Angeles. 

Port  Elizabeth 

Port  Huron 

Port  JeflTerson 

Port  Otford 

Port  Penn 

Port  Royal 

Port  Townsend 

Portland 

Do 

Do 

Portsmouth 

Do 

Potomac 

Poughkcepsie 

Prospect 

Providence 

Provincetown.~ 

PuntaGorda 

Racine 

Rhineheck  LandinK 

Richmond.. 

Do /.. 

River  Genesee  (Rochester). 

Robbin^ton 

Rochester 

R<x-k  Island 

Rotkport 

r>j 


Alabama 

Mahic 

Massachusetts  .... 

Tennessee 

Mississippi 

New  Jersey 

North  Carolina. .. 

New  York 

Maanachusetts 

do 

Rhode  Island 

Oregon 

Virginia  

Massuchuselts 

New  Jersey 

Oeliiware 

New  HamjHihire. 

Connecticut 

do 

Louisiana 

Washington 

New  York 

do 

Arizona 

Virginia 

Maine 

Rhode  Island 

Maine 

Connecticut 

do 

Maryland 

New  York 

(Connecticut 

Nebraska 

New  York 

Kentucky 

New  York 

Connecticut 

Rhode  Island 

MisHisflippi 

North  Dakota 

Maine 

Florida 

Illinois 

New  Jersey 

Virginia 

Pennsylvania 

do 

Maine 

New  York 

MaHHiU'husetts 

Washington 

New  Jerbcy 

Michigan 

Now  York 

Oregon 

Delaware 

Virginia 

Washington 

Connecticut 

Maine 

Oregon 

New  Hampshire 

Ohio 

Virginia 

New  York 

Maine 

Rhode  Island 

Massachusetts .... 

Florida 

Wisconsin 

New  York 

Maine 

Virginia 

New  York 

Maine 

Massachusetts 

IIlinoLs v.. 

Maine 

MHasachusetta 


Port  of  delivery. 
Subport  of  entry. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
.Port  of  entry. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 

Do. 
Subport  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  en  try. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 
Subport  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Subport  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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List  of  customs  ports  of  entry  and  delivery — Continued. 


Porte. 


Rocky  Hill 

Roxbury 

Sabine 

Sag:  Harbor 

St.  Aug^ustine 

St.  George 

St,  Joseph 

St.  Louis 

St.  Marks 

St.  Marvs 

Do 

St.  Paul 

Salem 

Do 

Salisbury 

Do 

San  Antonio 

San  Diego 

Sand  Point. 

Sandwich 

Sandusky 

San  Francisco 

San  Luis  Obispo 

SaultSt.  Marie 

Savannah 

Saybrook 

Scarboro 

Scituate..... 

SeatUe 

Sheboygan 

Shieldsboro  (Bay  St.  Louis). 

Ship  Island 

Shreveport 

Silver  Creek 

Sioux  City 

Sioux  Falls 

Sitka 

Smithfleld 

Snow  Hill 

Somerset 

Soraers  Point 

Springfield 

Stamford 

Stonington 

Stratford 

Suffolk 

Superior 

Suspension  Bridge 

Swansea 

Tacoma 

Tampa 

Tnppahannock 

Taunton 

Thomaston 

Tiverton 

Toledo 

Town  Creek 

Trenton 

Do 

Troy 

Tuckerton 

Unalaska , 

L'nion  River 

Vallejo 

Velasc-o , 

Vickshurg 

Vinal  Haven 

Waldoboro 

Warehani 

Warren 

Waukegan 

Wellfleet 

Wells 

Westbrook 

West  Point 


Districts. 


Connecticut 

Massachusetts 

Texas 

New  York 

Florida ., 

Maine 

Missouri 

do 

Florida 

Georgia 

Maryland 

Minnesota 

Massachusetts 

New  Jersey 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Texas , 

California 

Alaska 

Massachusetts 

Ohio 

California 

do , 

Michigan 

Georgia 

Connecticut 

Maine 

Massachusetts 

Wasliington 

Wisconsin 

Mississippi , 

do 

Louisiana. 

New  York 

Iowa , 

South  Dakota 

Alaska 

V.irginia 

do 

Massachusetts 

New  Jersey /. 

Massachunetts 

Connecticut... 

do 

do 

Virginia 

Michiean 

New  York 

Ma8.sacliu8etts 

Washington , 

Florida 

Virginia 

Massachusetts...  

Maine 

Rhode  Island 

Ohio 

Maryland 

New  Jers€»y 

do 

Ne%v  York 

New  Jersey 

Alaska 

Maine 

California 

Texas  

Mississippi 

Maine 

do 

Massachusetts 

Maine 

Illinois 

Massachusetts 

Maine 

Connecticut 

Virginia 


Westport Massachusetts. 

Wethersfield Connecticut.... 

Weymouth MaHsacliusetts. 

AVheeJing  -. West  Virginia. 

Whitehall New  York 


Port  of  del  i  very - 
Do. 
Do. 
Port  of  entry. 

Do. 
Port  of  d  el  ivcry . 
I  Do. 

Do. 
Do. 
. '  Port  of  entry. 
.:  Port  of  delivery. 
.   Port  of  entry. 
,  Do. 

,,  Port  of  delivers*. 
i  Do. 

I  Do. 

1  Do. 

.1  Port  of  entry. 
.}  Port  of  delivery. 
J  Do. 

I  Port  of  entry. 

Do. 
.   Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 
.!  Port  of  entry. 
.'i  Port  of  delivery. 
Do. 
Do. 
Subport  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Do. 
Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Do. 

Portof  entry- 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 
Subport  of  entry. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Subport  of  entry. 
Portof  entry. 

Do. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  deliverj*. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  deliver>'. 

Do. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 
Subport  of  entry. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 
Port  of  entry. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Subport  of  cntrj-  and  "It- 

livery. 
Port  of  delivery. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

lyo. 
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Lwt  of  customs  potis  of  entry  and  delivenf — Coiitmued. 


Porto. 


Districto. 


Wilmington Delaware Port  of  entry. 

Do North  Carolina i  Do. 

Wiscasnet Maine Do. 

Wnin^U Alaska Port  of  delivery. 

Vaquina. Oregon Port  of  entry. 

Yeocomioo Virginia Port  of  delivery. 

York Maine Port  of  entry. 

Yorktown Virginia Port  of  delivery. 


Porh  at  which  merchandise  may  be  entered  for  transportation  to  other  ports  withintt  appraise- 
ment umler  the  act  of  June  10,  J8S0. 


Baltinore,  Md. 
Kangor,  Me. 
Hath,  Me. 
Boston.  Mass. 
Charleston,  S.  C. 
Chicago,  111. 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 
Detroit,  Mich. 
Math,  Minn.    " 
Kernandina,  Fla. 
<»alve!rton,  Tex. 
Key  West,  Fla. 
Loa  .\ngeles,  Cal. 


Marquette,  Mich. 
Mobile,  Ala. 
New  Orleans,  La. 
Newport  News,  Va. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Norfolk,  Va. 
Ogdensburg,  N.  Y. 
Pensacola,  Fla. 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Portland,  Me. 
Portland,  Oregon. 
Port  Huron,  Mich. 
Port  Townsend,  Wash. 


Rochester,  N.  Y. 
San  Dletco,  Cal. 
San  Francisco,  Cal. 
Sault  St.  Marie,  Mich. 
Savannah,  Ga. 
Seattle,  Wash. 
Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
Tacoma,  Wash. 
Tampa,  Fla. 
Toledo,  Ohio. 
Vanoelx)ro,  Me. 


PorU  to  which  merchandise  may  he  transported  without  appraisement  under  the  act  of  Jufie 

10,  1880. 


Albany,  N.  Y. 
Atlanto,  Ga. 
Baltimore,  Md. 
Bangor.  Me. 
Bath,  Me. 
Boston,  Mass. 
Bridgeport,  Conn. 
Bnffalo,Ji.  Y. 
I.5urlii,gton,  Vt. 
Charleston,  S.  C. 
Chicago,  111. 
Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 
Columbus,  Ohio. 
Denver,  Colo. 
I^es  Moines,  Iowa. 
Detroit,  Mich. 
Dubuque,  Iowa. 
Dnluth,  Minn. 
Dunkirk,  N.  Y. 
i^.nfield,  Conn. 
Evansville,  Ind. 
•ralveston,  Tex. 
(jeorgetown,  D.  C. 
^»rand  Haven,  Mich. 
<'rand  Rapids,  Mich. 


Hartford,  Conn. 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 
'Key  West,  Fla. 
Lincoln,  Nebr. 
Ix)s  Angeles,  Cal. 
Louisville,  Ky. 
Manjuette,  Mich. 
Memphis,  Tenn. 
Middletown,  Conn. 
Milwaukee,  Wis. 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 
Mobile,  Ala. 
Nashville.  Tenn. 
Newark,  N.J. 
New  Haven,  Conn. 
New  Orleans,  La. 
Newport  News,  Va. 
New  York,  N.  Y. 
Norfolk,  Va. 
Ogdensburg,  N.  Y. 
Omaha,  Nebr. 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 
Pittsburg,  Pa. 
Port  Huron,  Mich. 


Portland,  Me. 
Portland,  Oregon. 
Portsmouth,  N.  H. 
Port  Townsend,  Wash. 
Providence,  K.  I. 
Uichmoud,  Va. 
Rochester,  N.  Y. 
St.  Augnstine,  Fla. 
St.  Joseph,  Mo. 
St.  Louis,  Mo. 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 
San  Antonio,  Tex. 
Sandusky,  Ohio. 
San  Diego,  Cal. 
San* Francisco,  Cal. 
Savannah,  Ga. 
Sault  St.  Marie,  Mich. 
Sejittle,  Wash. 
Sioux  City,  Iowa. 
Springfield,  Mass. 
Tacoma,  Wash. 
Tampa,  Fla. 
Toledo,  Ohio. 
Vanceboro,  Me. 
Wilmington,  Del. 
Wilmington,  N.  C. 
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(;3545— G.  A,  1817.) 
Olive  oil  unfit  for  salad  purposes. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  2,  1802. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protedts,  16042  &-7436  of  E.  J.  Lavhio  &  Co. ,  a^iiuit  the  deciaion  of  the  collec  tc 
of  customs  at  Philadelphia,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount.of  duties  chari^i^cableon  certain  olive  oii 
imported  per  BrUUh  Prince^  April  5  1892. 

,         Opinion  by  Somebville,  Qeneral  Appraiser, 

The  merchandise  in  question  is  olive  oil  imported  from  Smyrna  in 
April,  1892. 

The  local  appraiser  at  Philadelphia  reports  that  in  his  judgment  "ir 
is  not  fit  for  table  use,  although  it  is  undoubtedly  so  used  by  oertaiii 
classes  of  foreigners  among  us." 

The  importers,  in  the  hearing  held  at  Philadelphia,  testified  that  it 
was  imported  in  bond  and  was  shipped  by  thousands  of  tons  froui 
Smyrna  to  Englai^d,  Germany,  and  America  for  use  as  machinery  oil : 
that  they  sold  it  to  wool  manufacturers,  and  had  never  been  able  to  find 
a  customer  who  would  use  it  for  eating  purposes. 

One  witness,  who  dealt  in  olive  oil,  testified  that  it  is  rendered  fit  for 
eating  purposes  by  being '* cut  down  with  cotton- seed  oil."  All  the 
witnesses  concur  in  the  conclusion  that  it  is  a  very  low  grade  of  olive 
oil,  and  the  weight  of  the  testimony  is  to  the  eflFect  that  it  is  not  ordi- 
narily used  as  a  salad  oil  or  for  eating  purposes  by  i)ersons  generally  in 
this  country,  but  only  by  a  certain  class  of  Italian  citizens,  who  exclu 
sively  use  it. 

The  examiner  of  oils  in  the  appraiser's  department  at  New  York  tes- 
tifies that  such  oil  is  **used  by  Italians  in  large  numbers  in  New  York 
City,"  and  by  some  Spaniards,  but  **not  by  Americans  to  any  extent,' 
or  by  any  other  classes. 

The  merchandise  was  classified  by  the  collector,  under  paragraph  44 
of  the  new  tariff  act,  as  **  olive  oil,  fit  for  salad  purposes,"  and  as 
sessed  at  85  cents  per  gallon. 

It  is  claimed  as  free  of  duty  under  paragraph  661,  *'as  olive  oil  foi 
manufacturing  or  mechanical  purposes,  unfit  for  eating,  and  not  othei- 
wise  provided  for"  in  said  tariff  act. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  phrase  **fit  for  salad  purx)oses"  nieaiJ> 
ordinarily  regarded  as  fit  for  eating  purposes,  as  determinable  by  its  n>^ 
for  such  purposes.  If  it  is  only  used  by  a  small  class  of  persons  (a  fev 
thousand  at  most)  of  a  particular  nationality,  or  who  immigrate  from 
a  particular  country  (it  may  be  from  stress  of  poverty  or  from  national 
idiosyncrasy),  that  fact  does  not  control  the  classification  for  the  sixt>  - 
five  millions  of  inhabitants  of  this  country. 
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We  accordingly  find  as  facts; 

(D  That  the  olive  oil  in  question  is  fit  for  manufacturing  and  me- 
chanical purposes  and  was  imported  for  that  use  and  is  commonly  and 
chiefly  used  for  such  purposes ; 

(2)  That  it  is  rarely  used  for  eating  or  salad  purposes,  and  then  only 
b\  a  small  class  of  citizens,  mainly  Italians;  and  that  it  is  not  fit  for 
salad  or  eating  purposes  within  the  meaning  of  the  present  tariff  act. 

The  Board  passed  on  an  importation  of  olive  oil  substantially  of  the 
same  kind  with  this,  in  decision  G.  A.  565,  and  held  that  it  was  not  fit 
for  eating  purposes. 

The  protest  is  sustained  and  the  collector's  decision  reversed.  He 
is  instructed  to  reliquidate  the  entry  accordingly. 


(13546— G.  A.  1818.) 

Protests,  after  reliqaidations  under  BoarWs  decision j  not  in  time. 
Before  the  XJ-  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  10, 1892.] 

Iq  the  matter  of  the  proteat,  27902  a,  etc.,  of  J.  F.  Stratton  &  Son,  af^ainat  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
merchandise,  reliquidation  of,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed 
schedule. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinsoit,  Qvneral  Appraism: 

The  protests  were  made  within  ten  days  after  reliquidations,  in  ac- 
cordance with  decisions  of  the  Board,  but  long  subsequent  to  the  orig- 
iiial  liquidations  of  the  invoices. 

We  hold  that  the  liquidation  upon  a  decision  of  the  Board  is  not  the 
liquidation  of  the  invoice  mentioned  in  section  14,  act  June  10,  1890. 
The  protests  not  having  been  filed  within  the  statutory  time,  can  not 
be  considered  and  are  overruled. 

Reference  is  made  to  G.  A.  738  and  1584. 


(13547— G.  A.  1819.) 
Charcoal  sticks  or  ^^fusains^^  not  cjayons. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  10, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  147836, 14784  b,  14785b,  and  15129&,  of  F.  W^eber  &  Co.,  a^inst^tlie  de- 
cision of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charf^e* 
Hbie  on  certain  charcoal  in  sticks,  imported  per  Lord  Oough,  July  15.  1891 ;  Indiana,  July  23, 
1«91 ;  BriHgh  Princesg,  September  30,  1891 ;  Ohio,  January  19,  1892;  Lord  Clive,  March  8,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  General  Appraiser . 

The  goods  are  slender  sticks  of  charcoal  invoiced  and  known  in  trade 
as  *^fusains"  or  ** charcoals,"  and  commonly  used  for  drawing. 
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They  were  assessed  with  duty  as  crayons  at  25  per  cent^  under  para- 
graph 61,  N^.  T.,  and  are  claimed  to  be  exempt  from  duty  as  "  chanoal," 
under  paragraph  532,  N.  T. 

In  the  catalogues  of  dealers  in  artists'  materials  ^'crayons'-  and 
"  charcoals  "  are  listed  under  separate  headings,  and  the  paper  for  one 
kind  of  drawing  is  enumerated  as  **  crayon  paper''  and  for  the  other  a*? 
"charcoal  paper." 

Dealers  state  that  in  a  call  for  crayons  of  all  kinds  they  w^ould  not 
exhibit  charcoal  sticks,  although  they  would  if  a  charcoal  crayon  were 
asked  for. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  is  charcoal  and  not  crayons.  We  hold 
that  it  is  not  provided  for  in  the  paints  and  colors  schedule,  and  is 
exempt  from  duty  under  paragraph  532. 

The  protests  are  sustained  accordingly. 


(13548— G.  A.  1820.) 
Refined  camphor. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  10, 1892. 

lu  the  matter  of  the  protests,  2KS58  a  and  26199  a,  of  Qribblc  &  Nash,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  refined 
camphor,  imported  per  Connemara,  March  2, 1892,  and  Santa  Clara,  March  12, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Oenered  Appraiam'. 

The  merchandise  is  camphor  in  the  form  of  a  powder,  except  that 
the  powder  has  gathered  more  or  less  into  lumps.  It  is  invoiced  a5 
^* refined  flowers  of  camphor.''  It  was  assessed  for  duty  as  refined 
camphor  at  4  cents  a  pound,  under  paragraph  15,  N.  T.,  and  is  claimed 
to  be  exempt  from  duty  as  crude  camphor  under  paragraph  327  (527). 

We  find  upon  the  testimony  of  experts  that — 

(1)  The  merchandise  is  not  camphor,  crude. 

(2)  It  is  refined  camphor. 

The  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13549--G.A.  1821.) 
Isinglass — Certain  fish  bladders  not. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  10, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22329  a-56129,  of  Schering  &  Glatz,  affainstthe  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  fish  bladders, 
imported  per  Suevia,  June  2, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  Qeneral  Appraiwer. 

The  goods  in  case  478  are  fish  bladders,  split  and  dried.     They  differ 
from  those  covered  by  our  decision,  G.  A.  338,  inasmuch  as  the  articles 
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named  in  that  decision  haU  been  cleaned^  bleached,  and  pressed,  and 
were  commercially  Isinown  as  leaf  isinglass.  In  the  present  case  the 
bladders  are  in  a  crude  condition,  and  we  find  they  are  not  isinglass. 

The  claim  for  exemption  from  duty  under  paragraph  507.  N.  T.,  is 
sibtained. 

The  importers  abandoned  the  protest  as  to  cases  475-7,  and  the  de- 
cision of  the  collector  as  to  them  is  affirmed. 


f  13550— G.  A.  1822.) 
Protects;  icketi  insufficient  to  allow  rdiquidations  after  one  year. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appmisei-s  at  Xew  York,  November  10,  1892. 

lotbematterof  the  protest,  161886-7462,  of  Teller  Bros.,  against  the  decision  of  the  oolleotor  of 
ctistoms  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  leaf  tobacco, 
imported  per  Veendam,  July  21, 1890. 

Opinion  by  Wilkiitso.v,  QenercU  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  leaf  tobacco  imported  and  entered  July  21, 1890. 
The  invoice  was  liquidated  September  19,  1890,  and  the  final  with- 
drawal and  payment  on  original  liquidation  was  on  January  28,  1891. 

It  appears  that  the  appraiser  on  Janflary  22,  1891,  changed  his  ad- 
visory classification  on  the  invoice,  but  this  change  was  not  discovered 
by  the  collector  until  Apnl  30,  1892,  when  he  reliquidated  the  entry 
iu  conformity  with  the  appraiser's  amended  return. 

Inasmuch  as  the  delay  iu  reliquidation  was  caused  by  the  settlement 
of  various  protests  as  to  the  weight  of  the  tobacco,  the  collector  held 
that  the  entry  was  kept  open  and  did  not  fall  within  the  limitation  of 
section  21,  act  of  June  22,  1874. 

The  section  named  provides  that  '^the  settlement  of  duties  shall, 
after  the  expiration  of  one  year  from  the  time  of  entry,  in  the  absence 
offrand  and  in  the  absence  of  protest  by  the  owner,  importer,  agent,  or 
consignee,  be  final  and  conclusive  upon  all  parties.'' 

The  merchandise  in  question  was  imported,  assessed  for  duty  and 
the  duties  upon  it  paid  under  the  act  of  1883,  with  the  exception  that 
the  api)ellants  took  advantage  of  the  privilege  accorded  by  section  50 
of  the  new  act  to  pay  duty  upon  the  tobacco  at  the  weight  found  upon 
withdrawal  from  warehouse. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  protest  as  to  the  question  of  weight 
did  not  reopen  the  question  as  to  the  rate  of  duty,  and  that  the  re- 
liqwidation  of  the  invoice  on  April  30,  1892,  was  not  in  accordance 
with  law. 

The  protest  against  this  reliquidation  is  sustained. 
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(13551— G.  A.  1823.) 
Manifest  clerical  error  in  invoice. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  14, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  38707  a-0780,  of  Meyer  &,  Lang^e,  n^iust  the  deciBion  of  the  collector 
of  oustomg  at  New  York  aa  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  merchan- 
dise, alleged  clerical  error,  imported  per  Suwia^  January  16, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Qtneral  Appraiser. 

The  protest  here  claims  that  **the  entry  at  less  than  the  invoice 
value  was  manifestly  a  clerical  error.'-  The  protest  further  declares 
that  such  alleged  error  ^'should  have  been  discovered  by  the  collector 
before  the  entrj"  was  completed ;"  and  further,  that  said  alleged  cleri- 
cal error  on  entry  was  due  to  the  fact  that  ''the  United  States  consul 
had  certified  an  amount  which  was  less  than  the  invoice,"  and  that 
penal  duty  was  unjustly  assessed. 

A  hearing  was  set  for  October  11,  1892,  and  appellants  appeared  by 
connsel  and  submitted  the  case  on  the  record  and  papers  and  a  written 
brief. 

The  question  at  issue  is  whether  the  entry  of  less  than  the  invoice 
valne  was  manifestly  a  clerical  error! 

The  whole  amount  of  the  invoice,  as  expressed  in  figures,  is  1,172.50 
marks ;  and  a  like  amount  is  certified  by  the  consul. 

Following  is  a  reproduction  of  the  first  item  in  the  invoice,  on  which 
the  protest  is  based : 

600  kegs  pickled  herring,  at  M.  1.20 720 

Less  600  kegs  at  .50 300 

420 

The  sum,  420  marks,  is  one  of  the  totals  which  goes  to  make  up  the 
grand  total  of  1,172.50  marks  expressed  in  the  invoice,  certified  to  by 
the  consul,  and  declared  on  entry  by  appellants. 

This  inspection  of  the  invoice  does  not  reveal  any  error  which  is 
either  '^clearly  visible  to  the  eye"  or  *^ obvious  to  the  understandiDg." 
G.  A.  184.  The  claim  of  the  protest,  that  the  alleged  clerical  error 
should  have  been  detected  by  the  collector  before  the  entry  was  com- 
pleted is  without  foundation.  The  entry  is  the  sole  act  of  the  im 
porter.  Nor  do  we  see  how  appellants  could  have  been  misled  by  the 
act  of  the  consul  in  certifying  the  amount  of  the  invoice,  since  no 
patent  irregularity  appears  on  the  face  thereof.  The  consignor  knew 
that  the  market  value  of  said  herrings  in  the  country  of  export  wfu^ 
1.70  marks  per  keg,  instead  of  1,20  marks  per  keg;  and,  as  the  mer- 
chandise was  consigned,  not  purchased,  presumptively  the  consignees, 
appellants,  were  informed  by  consignor  of  the  market  value  thereof. 
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It  follows,  if  they  had  such  knowledge,  that  they  were  not  misled  by^ 
the  action  of  the  consal  and  were  hence  without  excuse  for  making 
«Dtry  of  the  merchandise  at  1.20  marks  per  keg  instead  of  1.70  marks 
per  keg,  the  true  market  value  in  the  country  of  export. 

When  the  importation  came  before  the  local  appraiser  he  found  the 
foreign  market  value  of  the  merchandise  to  be  1.70  marks  per  keg,  the 
price  now  claimed  by  appellants  and  their  counsel  to  represent  the 
trae  value  thereof. 

Bat  appellants  then  gave  notice  of  their  dissatisfaction  with  the 
action  of  the  local  appraiser,  demanding  a  reapprai semen t,  which, 
being  granted,  was  held  by  one  of  the  General  Appraisers,  under  the 
provisions  of  section  13  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890 ;  and  by  said  reap- 
praisement  the  value  of  the  merchandise  w&s  found  to  be  1.70  marks 
per  keg,  the  value  originally  returned  by  the  local  appraiser.  This 
proceeding  occurred  February  25,  1891. 

Down  to  the  time  ot  said  reappraisement  the  record  and  papers 
show,  presumptively,  that  appellants  were  seeking  to  establish  1.20 
marks  per  keg  as  the  foreign  market  value  of  their  merchandise.  They 
entered  it  at  1.20  marks  per  keg,  and  upon  the  advance  thereof  by  the 
local  appraiser,  they  appealed  from  his  decision  to  one  of  the  general 
appraisers,  whose  judgment  and  decision,  however,  were  in  accord 
vith  that  of  the  local  appraiser. 

Having  failed  to  establish  the  invoice  price  of  the  merchandise 
(1.20  marks)  as  the  foreign  market  value  thereof  by  entry  and  reap- 
praisment,  appellants  filed  their  protest,  alleging  a  manifest  clerical 
error.  Counsel  in  their  brief  now  admit  that  **the  addition,  by  the 
appraiser,  to  make  market  value,  was  perfectly  proper,'^  but  claim 
**that  no  penal  duty  should  have  been  exacted,''  on  the  ground  of  said 
alleged  manifest  clerical  error.  The  claim  of  counsel,  in  their  brief, 
that  ^*the  reappraisement  was  called  in  order  that  the  true  state  of  the 
case  might  be  pointed  out,  and  not  with  any  idea  of  securing  the  lower 
valuation,"  is  consonant  neither  with  the  law  governing  reappraise- 
ment nor  with  the  facts  in  the  case.  The  right  of  appeal  to  reap- 
praisement relates  only  to  values  j  and  appellants'  counsel  admit  that 
^'the  addition  by  the  appraiser,  to  make  market  value,  was  perfectly 
proper,"  The  appeal  to  reappraisement  was  wholly  groundless,  ex- 
cept upon  the  theory  that  appellants  thereby  sought  to  have  a  lower 
value  placed  upon  their  merchandise  than  that  found  by  the  local  ap- 
praiser. 

The  record  shows  in  fact  that  they  resorted  to  every  legal  method 
provided  by  the  customs  administrative  act  to  establish  1.20  marks 

86 
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as  the  foreign  market  value  of  said  600  kegs  of  pickled  herring  before 
seeking  a  remedy  here ;  and  this  circumstance  goes  far  to  negative 
the  claim  of  the  protest  that  there  was  a  clerical  error  in  the  invoice 
and  entry  of  the  merchandise  subject  of  the  controversy. 

We  find,  if  clerical  error  there  was,  that  it  is  not  manifest. 

The  protest  is  therefore  overruled  and  the  decision  of  tlie  collector  is 
affirmed.  

(13552— G.  A.  1824.) 

Protest — Failure  to  prove  statements  in  fatal  champagne  in  bottles. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  14, 1892. 

In  Uie  matter  of  the  protest,  33388  a~17275,  of  J.  K.  Robinson,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  ot 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  c^ampaRTic. 
imported  per  Mexico^  June  4, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Hav,  General  Appraiser. 

The  protest  in  this  case  is  against  the  exaction  of  alleged  excessive 
duty  on  twelve  cases  of  champagne.  Duty  was  assessed  on  24  dozen 
pint  bottles,  whereas  it  is  claimed  that  the  cases  covered  6  dozen  quart 
bottles  and  12  dozen  pint  bottles. 

The  local  appraiser  reports  as  follows:  "Case  ten  (10)  was  sent  to 
the  public  stores  for  examination.  It  was  found  to  contain  24  pint 
bottles,  and  the  invoice  not  specifying  any  number  of  bottles  per  case. 
it  was  classified  as  containing  24  bottles  per  case.  I  sent  to  the  ware- 
house to  have  cases  reexamined,  and  found  that  they  had  all  been 
withdrawn." 

The  case  was  set  for  hearing  October  11,  1892;  and  although  duly 
notified  appellant  failed  to  appear  and  offer  proof  in  support  of  hi?* 
oontention. 

We  find  as  facts  : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  was  imported  under  the  new  tariff  act. 

(2)  That  the  statements  of  fact  of  the  special  report  of  the  local  ap- 
praiser and  of  the  report  of  the  collector  are  true. 

We  are  constrained  to  overrule  the  protest,  and  the  decision  of  tlie 
collector  is  affirmed. 

(13553— G.  A.  1825.) 

Draft  and  tare — No  alloxconce  for  adhering  flour  dust  in  weight  of  empty 

jute  bags. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  14, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteate,  31598-32689a,  of  J.R.Collins,  agrainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  <liities  charjreable  on  certain  floor  bags,  iQ>- 
ported  per  England,  May  30,  1892  ;  Canada,  June  20,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Somerville,  General  Appraieer. 

We  find  the  following  facts  in  this  case : 

1.  The  merchandise  consists  of  56  bales  of  empty  flour  bags  made 
of  jute,  which  are  made  dutiable  by  the  pound  according  to  their  weight. 
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2.  These  goods,  -when  imported,  were  bound  by  iron  bands,  and  tare 
was  allowed  for  these  bands  in  weighing  the  merchandise. 

3.  These  bags  had  been  used  for  holding  flour,  and  some  of  the  flour 
dust  adhered  to  the  bags  at  the  time  of  importation  and  of  the  weigh- 
ing by  the  Government  weigher. 

4.  The  official  weigher  reports,  and  we  so  find,  as  matter  of  fact,  that 
it  is  impracticable  to  estimate  the  amount  or  weight  of  the  flour  dust 
which  was  returned  in  the  meshes  of  the  bags  in  question. 

The  importer  makes  an  estimate  of  the  weight  of  the  flour  in  each 
of  the  cases  under  consideration,  and  claims  a  deduction  for  it  in 
weight ;  but  no  evidence  is  offered  in  verification  of  such  estimate, 
which  seems  to  be  merely  speculative. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  protest  should  be  overruled  on  the 
grouDd  that  it  was  impracticable  to  estimate  the  weight  of  the  flour 
dnst  and  the  absence  of  any  evidence  whatever  that  such  weight  was 
capable  of  reasonable  ascertainment. 

Section  2898  of  the  United  States  Eevised  Statutes  (which  in  sub- 
stance is  embodied  in  article  1089  of  the  Customs  Eegulations  of  1892) 
provides  for  the  allowance  of  "tare,"  but  prohibits  any  allowance  for 
''draught"  (or  draft).  In  Napier  v.  Barney  (5  Blatch.,  191),  when  this 
section  was  construed,  ** draft"  was  defined  to  be  **an  allowance  to  the 
merchant,  when  the  duty  is  ascertained  by  weight,  to  insure  good 
weight  to  him."  **It  is  to  compensate,"  as  was  said,  "for  any  loss 
that  may  occur  from  the  handling  of  the  scales  in  the  weighing,  so  that 
when  weighed  the  second  time  the  article  will  hold  out  good  weight. 

"Tare,"  on  the  contrary,  was  defined  as  an  allowance  for  the  outside 
or  covering  of  the  article  imported,  whether  it  be  box,  barrel,  bag, 
bale,  mat,  etc." 

In  the  case  of  Wright,  etc..  Lead  Company  r.  Seeberger  (44  Federal 
Heporter,  258),  it 'was  held  that  the  word  "  draught"  as  used  in  said  sec- 
tion 2898  (U.  S.  Eev.  Stat.)  did  not  forbid  a  deduction  in  weight  for 
dirt  and  other  like  impurities  contained  in  an  imported  article.  The 
same  principle  is  recognized  by  tiie  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  the  recent  cases  of  Earnshaw  v.  Cadwalader  (12  Supreme 
Court  Beports.  851).  The  invoice  in  that  case,  however,  showed  the 
exact  percentoge  of -the  alleged  importation,  and  the  weight  was  capa- 
ble of  approximate  ascertainment.  Such  is  not  the  fact  in  reference  to 
these  importations,  as  shown  by  our  finding  of  facts  above. 

The  collector  correctly  refused  to  make  the  allowance  claimed,  and  his 
decision  is  affirmed. 
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(13654— G.  A.  1826.) 
Fees  for  gauging  exported  rum  for  statistical  purposes. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  14,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protect,  15595  6-117,  of  PettingrUl  So  Everett,  agratnst  the  deoUion  of  the  collec- 
tor of  customs  at  Bo9toa  a9  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  ram- 
^uging  fees,  exported  per  ITato,  paid  May  20, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  General  AppraUer. 

The  protest  here  is  against  the  exaction  of  certain  fees  for  gauging 
rUHi  (domestic  spirits)  exported  to  Africa,  on  the  ground  that  the  Gov- 
ernment '*  had  no  interest  in  it  for  drawback  purposes." 

Section  3023,  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  is  in  part  as  fol- 
lows: *^Upon  all  merchandise  gaugeable  by  law,  withdrawn  from 
bonded  warehouse  for  export,  there  shall  be  collected  by  the  collectors 
of  the  several  ports  ten  cents  per  cask." 

The  act  complained  of  was  performed  under  the  foregoing  cited  stat- 
ute, and  it  is  not  pretended  by  appellants  that  said  statute  is  not  in 
force,  nor  that  the  rum  in  question  is  not  gaugeable  by  law.  The  sole 
ground  of  protest  is  that  the  Government  had  no  interest  in  said  mer- 
chandise for  drawback  purposes. 

It  is  sufficient  if  the  rum  in  the  case  at  bar  was  gaugeable  by  law, 
and  that  it  was  is  evident,  since  if  with  no  other  view  than  for  statis- 
tical purposes  the  act  of  gauging  became  necessary. 

Section  334  of  the  Eevised  Statutes  provides  that  there  shall  be  in 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  a  bureau,  to  be  called  the  Bureau  of 
Statistics  ;  and  section  335,  Revised  Statutes,  declares  that  the  purpose 
of  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  is  the  collection,  arrangement,  and  classifi- 
cation of  such  statistical  information  as  may  be  procured,  showing  or 
tending  to  show  each  year  the  condition  of  the  (agriculture)  manufac- 
tures, domestic  trade,  etc.,  of  the  several  States  and  Territories. 

Other  sections  require  the  preparation  of  tables  showing  in  great  de- 
tail the  imports  and  exports  of  the  country,  and  section  3812,  Revised 
Statutes,  provides  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  furnish  sach 
facts  annually  to  the  Public  Printer  on  or  before  the  1st  day  of  Novem 
ber. 

This  brief  review  of  the  statutes  relating  to  statistics  is  sufficient  to 
show  that  the  rum  in  controversy  was  gaugeable  by  law,  and  this  fact 
justifies  the  action  of  the  collector  in  assessing  against  it  the  statutory 
fee. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 


1281 

(13555— G.  A.  1827,) 
Gorges  for  inland  freight,  not  separately  specified  in  invoices  and  entries. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  14, 1892. 

lo  the  matter  of  the  protest,  1612S-5&,  of  White,  Son  &,  Co.,  ag:Hin8t  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  Boston,  Mass.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
inland  freight,  imported  per  Kanacu,  January  29, 1892 ;  Michigan,  March  21, 1892 ;  Kansas,  Feb- 
roaiy  29, 1§02. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Qtneral  Appraiser. 

The  protests  here  are  against  the  action  of  the  local  appraiser  iu  add- 
ing to  the  invoice  prices,  to  make  market  value,  certain  items  of  alleged 
charges  for  inland  freight  from  Manchester  to  Liverpool,  England. 

The  same  qaestion  was  presented,  and  fully  considered,  iu  G.  A. 
1202, 1203,  and  1660,  in  each  of  which  cases  a  decision  adverse  to  the 
claim  of  appellants  was  reached.  Under  date  of  September  22,  1892, 
the  Treasury  Department  issued  a  circular  on  the  subject,  ''Depart- 
ment No.  170,  Division  of  Customs,'^  from  which  it  appears  that  there 
is  **a  lack  of  uniformity  in  the  enforcement  by  collectors  at  the  several 
ports  of  the  provisions  of  sections  3,  11,  and  19  of  the  act  of  June  10, 
1890."  , 

The  Department  further  says : 

'^These  provisions  were  intended  to  do  away  with  the  confusion  which 
had,  theretofore,  existed  in  the  forms  of  invoices  of  imported  goods,  and 
which  has  resulted  in  such  immense  loss  by  the  Government  from  re- 
fonds  of  duty  under  the  *  Oberteuflfer '  and  other  decisions  of  the  courts. 
"The  sections  above  cited  provide  that  each  invoice  shall  clearly 
exhibit  the  actual  cost  of  the  goods  per  se,  and  shall  specify  the  value 
of  all  packages  and  coverings,  and  all  other  costs  incident  to  preparing 
the  goods  for  shipment.  Notwithstanding  the  definite  language  of  the 
act  above  cited,  a  practice  has  grown  up  of  permitting  importers  to 
declare  the  gross  price  of  the  goods,  with  a  statement  that  certain  non- 
datiable  elements  are  included  iu  such  price,  thus  establishing  the 
basis  for  fresh  litigation  as  to  what  constitutes  a  nondutiable  charge. 

"The  Board  of  (General  Appraisers  has  in  two  recent  decisions,  G.  A. 
1202  and  1660,  emphatically  pronounced  all  such  invoices  as  irregular, 
and  has  decided  that  '  the  law  does  not  contemplate  that  nondutiable 
charges  shall  be  included  in  the  declared  per  se  value  of  the  goods,  and 
a  deduction  therefor  be  afterwards  claimed.  This  would  cast  on  the 
appraising  officer  the  burden  of  making  numerous  arithmetical  calcula- 
tions and  pro  rata  distributions  of  charges  which  it  was  the  purpose  of 
the  law- makers  to  avoid.' 

**Collectors  are  instructed  to  reject  on  entry  all  invoices  which  do  not 
distinctly  set  forth  the  per  se  value  of  the  goods,  and  they  will  not 
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permit  a  dedaction  from  the  price  so  declared  of  any  so  called  non- 
datiable  items.  If  consignees  do  not  comply  with  the  law  in  this  re- 
spect, their  consignments  must  be  treated  as  unclaimed  merchandise.'- 

The  principle  enunciated  in  G.  A.  1202  and  1660  is  clearly  expressed 
in  the  language  quoted  in  the  foregoing  circular,  from  the  last-oamed 
decision,  to  wit:  **The  law  does  not  contemplate  that  nondutiable 
charges  shall  be  included  in  the  declared  per  se  value  of  the  goods,  and 
a  deduction  therefor  be  afterward  claimed.  This  would  cast  on  the 
appraising  officer  the  burden  of  making  numerous  arithmetical  calcu- 
lations and  pro  rata  distributions  of  charges  which  it  was  the  purpose 
of  the  law-makers  to  avoid." 

We  find  the  facts  to  be  as  set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  collector,  and 
hold  the  law  to  be  as  declared  in  previous  decisions  of  the  Board  here- 
inbefore cited. 

The  protests  are  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  af- 
firmed. 


•  (13556— G.  A.  1828.) 

Fees  and  charges;  expense  of  measuring  imported  laces. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  iN'ovember  14, 1892. 

In  th^  matter  of  the  protests,  15874 &-14A2,  of  Ohas.  H.  Wymaii^&  Co..  a^ainrt  the  decision  of  the 
surveyor  of  customs  at  St.  Louis  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  laoea, 
cost  of  measuring,  imported  per  JBTarbruAa,  May  6, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Qtneral  Appraiser. 

The  protest  in  this  case  is  against  the  exaction  of  $16.50  charge  or 
fee  for  measuring  a  certain  consignment  of  laces ;  and  a  refund  of  the 
amount  is  demanded,  on  the  ground  that  the  value  of  the  merchandise 
was  not  affected  by  said  measurement.  The  charge  or  fee  complained 
of  was  incurred  by  the  appraiser  under  the  following  circumstances : 
It  was  found  upon  examination  of  the  goods  in  question  that  they  were 
invoiced  on  the  basis  of  a  certain  price  a  piece,  and  that  although  the 
several  pieces  in  said  lots  purported  to  be  of  the  same  length,  there 
was  a  variance  of  from  one-half  a  yard  to  one  and  a  quarter  yards, 
and  differences  in  width.  Accordingly,  the  services  of  a  measurer 
were  secured,  with  the  view  of  ascertaining  the  ^ze  of  each  piece,  so 
as  thereby  to  arrive  at  the  dutiable  value.  The  measuring  officer  re- 
ported that  the  actual  expenses  incurred  in  said  measurement  amoanted 
*  to  the  sum  of  $16.60,  at  a  given  rate  per  hour  of  his  time,  on  the  bfisis 
of  his  monthly  salary,  and  laborer's  time,  on  the  basis  of  25  cents  an  hoar 
actual  time  employed. 
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The  local  appraiser  reports  that  the  meaanrement,  made  as  stated, 
materially  aided  him  in  arriving  at  the  dutiable  value.  The  surveyor 
reports  that  the  value  of  the  merchandise  in  question  was  advanced  15 
per  cent  by  the  local  appraiser,  which  advance  was  sustained  on  reap- 
praisement. 

The  action  of  the  appraiser  and  its  approval  by  the  surveyor  in  this 
ease  is  based  on  section  2920  of  the  United  States  Revised  Statutes, 
which  is  as  follows:  "In  all  cases  in  which  the  invoice  or  entry  does 
not  contain  the  weight,  or  quantity^  or  measure  of  merchandise,  tiow 
weighed,  or  measured,  or  gauged,  the  same  shall  be  weighed,  gauged 
or  measured  at  the  expense  of  the  owner,  agent,  or  consignee."  And 
Department  circular  of  instructions  to  collectors  of  customs,  under 
date  of  October  11,  1890  (Synopsis  10275),  on  the  subject  of  fees,  arti- 
cle 49  directs  that  "where  weighing,  gauging,  or  measuring  is  neces- 
^ry  to  ascertain  dutiable  value  of  goods  imported  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse,  the  actual  expenses  incurred  will  be  collected.'' 

The  action  of  the  appraiser  and  surveyor  in  this  case  seems  to  be 
strictly  within  the  intent  and  scope  of  the  statute,  as  well  as  of  the  ar- 
ticle of  instruction  promulgated  by  the  Treasury  Department  in  pur- 
snauce  thereof. 

We  find  the  facts  to  be  as  stated  in  the  report  of  the  surveyor,  and 
the  protest  is  therefore  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  surveyor  is 
affirmed. 


(13557— G.  A.  1829.) 

(1)  OoUodion  fancy  pins,     (2)  Essential  oil,  certain  so-caUed  oMar  of 

roses. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  iN'ovember  14,  1892. 

[q  the  matter  of  the  protest,  109416-7778,  of  O.  O.  Hempstead  &  Sons,  aicainst  the  decisioD  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
<K>-called  attar  of  roses  (essential  oil)  and  pins,  imported  per  Lord  Clwe,  July  13, 1882. 

Opinion  by  Tichenob,  OtneraL  Appraiaer. 

We  find  as  facts  in  these  cases  that  the  merchandise  in  question 
eoDsiste : 

(1)  Of  fancy  pins  for  ladies'  use,  in  the  hair  or  otherwise,  made  of 
eollodion,  or  of  which  collodion  is  the  component  material  of  chief 
value. 

(2)  Of  odoriferous  essential  oil,  perfumed  with  the  essence  of  roses  or 
other  flowers. 

The  merchandise  described  in  our  first  finding  of  fact  was  assessed 
for  duty  at  60  cents  per  pound  and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
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graph  21,  K.  T.,  and  is  claimed  by  the  protestantsto  be  dutiable  at  30 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  206,  N.  T.  The  merchandise 
mentioned  in  our  second  finding  of  fact  was  assessed  for  duty  at  25  per 
cent  ad  valorem  as  an  essential  oil,  under  paragraph  76,  IS.  T.,  and  is 
claimed  by  the  appellants  to  be  exempt  from  duty  under  the  provision 
in  paragraph  661,  N.  T.,  for  attar  of  roses. 

Paragraph  206  provides  for  ''pins,  metallic,''  and  is  therefore  held 
to  be  applicable  only  to  pins  composed  of  metal,  or  of  which  metal  is 
the  component  material  of  chief  value.  The  pins  in  question,  l)eing 
composed  of  collodion,  do  not,  therefore,  fall  under  that  provision,  but 
under  the  specific  provision  in  paragraph  21,  N.  T. ,  for  finished  or  partly 
finished  articles  made  of  *' collodion  and  all  compounds  of  pyroxyline* 
by  whatever  name  known." 

The  other  merchandise  in  question  is  described  in  the  invoice  a& 
"10  kilos  ottar  rose,"  the  whole  being  valued  at  50  francs,  or  at  5 
francs  per  kilo.  The  attar,  or  otto,  of  roses  of  commerce  is  described 
by  the  recognized  authorities  as  a  volatile  and  highly  fragrant  essential 
oil,  made  in  Turkey  and  other  eastern  countries,  also  in  the  south  of 
France,  from  the  finest  varieties  of  roses,  chiefly  from  the  damask  rose, 
or  Bom  Daniascena,  by  distilling  the  leaves  with  water  at  a  low  tem- 
perature, the  yield  being  very  small,  150  pounds  of  the  rose  leaves 
yielding  less,  generally,  than  an  ounce  of  attar  or  otto.  It  is  of  a  yel- 
lowish color,  is  soluble  in  absolute  alcohol  and  in  acetic  acid,  and 
should  congeal  well  in  5  minutes  at  a  temperature  of  541  degrees  Fah- 
renheit. The  present  wholesale  market  price  of  a  good  article  of  Turk- 
ish attar  of  roses  is  25  shillings  sterling  per  ounce,  and  of  the  French 
article  about  1,800  francs  per  kilo. 

We  hold  that  all  the  merchandise  in  question  was  properly  returned 
by  the  appraiser  and  assessed  for  duty  by  the  collector,  and  overrale 
the  protest.  ' 


(13558— G.  A.  1830.) 

Toilet  preparations — Sachet  powder. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  14, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  16874  fr-687,  of  The  John  ShiUlto  Co.,  againat  the  decision  of  the 
surveyor  of  customs  at  Cincinnati  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
sachet  powder,  toilet  article,  imported  per  Aurania^  August  25, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Tichenob,  Qentral  Apprai§er. 

That  portion  of  the  merchandise  in  the  above-described  protest  which 
we  have  here  under  consideration  is  described  in  the  invoice  as  sachet 
powder,  and  consists  of  a  fine  white  powder  made  of  sandal  and  other 
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sceoted  woods,"  and  from  certain  flowers,  and  is  nsed  in  sachets  or  scent 
bagS;  and  is  sometimes  sprinkled  loosely  in  toilet  drawers,  clothes 
presses,  etc.,  for  the  purpose  of  imparting  a  pleasant  perfume  to 
clothing,  handkerchiefs,  and  other  toilet  articles. 

It  was  assessed  for  duty  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 
77,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  as  a  toilet  preparation,  and  is  claimed  by 
the  protestants  to  be  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  an  unenu- 
merated  manufactured  article  under  section  4  of  said  act. 

We  find  as  matter  of  fact  that  the  merchandise  is  a  perfumed 
powder,  intended  and  adapted  for  use  as  a  toilet  article,  and  is  a  toilet 
preparation. 

We  accordingly  hold  that  said  merchandise  was  properly  classified 
and  assessed  for  duty  by  the  collector,  and  overule  the  protest. 


(13559— G.  A.  1831.) 
%  Ivory  billiard  halls. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Ne\f  York,  November  15, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protest  290060-2788,  of  Otto  Oerdau,  aealnst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
coBtoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chitfgeable  on  certain  billiard 
balls,  imported  per  Rutaia^  January  2,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Sombkvtllb,  Cttneral  Appraiser. 

The  local  appraiser  reports  the  merchandise  to  be  "ivory  billiard 
balls  fully  fmished  and  ready  for  use,''  and  duty  was  accordingly  as- 
sessed on  the  articles  at  the  rate  of  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  435  of  the  new  tariff  act,  which  levies  that  rate  of  duty  on 
'■bUliafd  balls  of  ivory,  bone,  or  other  materials." 

The  importer  protests  against  the  assessment  of  this  rate  of  duty  and 
claims  that  the  articles  are  not  billiard  balls  within  the  tariff  signifi- 
cation of  £hos6  words,  but  are  ivory  balls  in  the  rough,  and  require 
further  process  of  manufacture  before  they  are  suitable  for  use  in  play- 
ing the  game  of  billiards.  They  are  claimed  to  be  "  manufactures  of 
ivory  *  *  *  not  specially  provided  for''  in  said  act,  and  to  be  duti- 
able at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  such,  under  paragraph  462  of  the 
new  tariff  law. 

We  have  a  sample  of  the  merchandise  before  us,  which  the  examiner 
verifies  as  being  correct,  and  the  Board  makes  the  following  findings 
of&ct,  based  on  an  inspection  of  the  sample  and  on  the  testimony  taken 
at  the  hearing : 

(1)  The  merchandise  consists  of  balls  made  of  ivory,  and  was  im- 
ported December  31,  1891. 
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(2)  In  order  to  render  the  articles  fit  for  nse  as  billiard  balls  they 
are  required  to  be  seasoned  for  six  or  seven  months,  to  be  more  per- 
fectly rounded  by  additional  turning,  to  be  polished,  and  in  some  cases 
to  be  colored  or  dyed.  The  cost  of  these  additional  processes  of  manu- 
facture is  greater  than  the  cost  of  manufacturing  the  sample  in  ques- 
tion from  the  rough  block  of  ivory  in  cubic  form,  from  which  the  balls 
are  made. 

(3)  We  find,  therefore,  that  the  balls  under  consideration  are  not 
completed  billiard  balls  fit  for  use  as  such,  and  are  not  merchantable  as 
such  in  the  market. 

A  billiard  ball  is  defined  to  be  ''a  small,  round,  ivory  ball,  used  in 
playing  billiards."  (Century  Dictionary,  Vol.  1.)  And  we  are  of  opin- 
ion that  the  words  are  used  in  their  ordinary  sense  in  the  tariff  law, 
i.  e. ,  a  finished  and  complete  ball  suitable  for  use  in  playing  at  the  game 
of  billiards. 

It  is  a  fair  inference  from  all  the  evidence  before  us  that  a  contract 
of  sale  to  deliver  to  a  purchaser  one  gross  of  billiar^  balls  would  not  be 
fulfilled  by  the  delivery  of  a  gross  of  the  incompleted  balls  represented 
by  the  sample,  and  this  is  a  fair  t^t  of  what  the  articles  in  fact  are. 

The  protest  is  sustained  and  the  collector  is  instructed  to  reliquidate 
the  entry  according  to  law. 


(13560— G.  A.  1832.) 
Bltie-moUled  oastUe  soap. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  l^ovember  16, 1892, 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  88440 ar-16227,  of  W.  H.  Soieffelin  Sc  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cer- 
tain castile  or  so-called  blue-mottled  soap,  imported  per  ^rtvotta,  June  7, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Tichenob,  Oeneral  Apprai$er. 

The  merchandise  here  subject  of  protest  is  invoiced  from  London, 
England,  as  ^*  blue-mottled  soap/'  at  lis.  6d.  per  cwt.,  and  consists, 
according  to  sample,  of  hard,  white  soap,  mottled  with  blue,  in  bars, 
and  of  a  fine,  oily  texture. 

The  appraiser  returned  it  as  castile  soap,  and  states  in  his  special 
report  that  it  is  commercially  known  as  such.  It  was  accordingly  as- 
sessed for  duty  by  the  collector  at  1}  cents  per  pound,  under  the  pro- 
vision in  paragraph  79,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  for  castile  soap. 

The  protestants  claim  that  it  is  not  castile  soap,  and  is  dutiable  at 
^  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  soap  not  specially  provided  for  under  said 
paragraph,  and  at  the  hearing  of  the  case  they  produced  testimony  to 
the  effect  that  it  was  not  made  from  olive  oil,  but  from  some  other  veg- 
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etable  oil,  probably  cotton  seed  oil,  whose  fatty  acids  are  of  a  higher 
melting  point  than  olive  oil,  which  is  at  abont  26^  C,  while  that  of 
the  &tty  acids  of  other  vegetable  oils  is  much  higher,  that  of  cotton- 
seed oil  being  about  39°  C. 

A  sample  of  the  merchandise  was  submitted  by  the  Board  to  experi- 
enced and  reputable  importers  and  wholesale  dealers  in  and  also  man- 
ufHCtorers  of  soaps,  who  testified  to  the  effect  that  it  was  known  com- 
mercially as  blue-mottled  castile  soap,  and  had  been  so  known  for  a  great 
many  3'ears;  that  it  was  an  inferior  article,  like  the  mottled  soaps  gen- 
erally, but  nevertheless  was  known  as  castile  soap,  and  was  sold  gener- 
ally through  druggists  for  bath  and  other  toilet  uses,  and  never  as  a 
common  soap  for  ordinary  washing  purposes. 

It  appears  from  information  before  the  Board  that  the  article  is  of  the 
class  of  red,  gray,  and  blue-mottled  silicated  soaps  which  were  first 
made  in  Germany  from  bleached- palm  and  cocoanut  oil,  but  which,  in 
later  years,  have  been  made  quite  extensively  at  or  about  Marseilles, 
France,  and  also  in  England  and  the  United  States  from  palm-kernel 
and  cotton-seed  oil,  and  perhaps  to  some  extent  also  from  tallow  and 
other  animal  greases,  but  which  are  known  in  commerce  as  castile  soaps. 

We  find  as  a  matter  of  fact  from  the  papers  and  testimony  in  the 
case  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  made  from  vegetable  oil,  per- 
haps cotton-seed  oil  and  other  substances,  and  is  of  the  class  which  is 
known  in  trade  as  castile  soap,  and  was  so  known  for  many  years  prior 
to  October  1,  1890. 

We  accordingly  hold  that  this  merchandise  was  properly  assessed  for 
duty  by  the  collector,  and  we  overrule  the  protest. 

This  decision  is  in  harmony  with  G.  A.  1358. 


(13561— G.  A.  1833.) 

Toilet  preparation» — So-caUed  powdered  soap. 

Before  the  U.  S..  General  Appraisers  at  Few  York,  November  16, 1892. 


In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  82574  a,  82579  a,  and  33890  a,  of  Stem  Bros.,  against  the  decision  of  the 

~~ew  York  as  to  the  rate  ^nd  amount  of  duties 

^ jap,  toiler 

April  26  and  February  16, 1892. 


collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
so-called  powdered  soap,  toilet  preparation,  etc.,  imported  per  La  Touraine  and  La  0<uoofim«, 


Opinion  by  TiOfHEXOB,  Oeneral  Appraiaer. 

We  find  as  matter  of  fact  that  the  merchandise  here  in  question  con- 
sist*— 

(1)  Of  a  preparation  in  the  form  of  powder,  invoiced  as  **  bains  sav- 
onneux,"  which  is  apparently  composed  of  ground  almond  beans  or 
similar  starchy  vegetable  substance  mixed  with  an  alk;ali  constituent  in 
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the  iiatm^e  of  powdered  soap,  which  emits  an  agreeable  perfume,  and  is 
apparently  designed  for  use  as  a  toilet  preparation,  particularly  for 
bath  purposes. 

(2)  Of  linen  handkerchiefe  embroidei-ed  by  hand  or  machinery. 

The  appellants  appeared  by  counsel  before  the  Board  on  the  14th 
instant,  and  formally  abandoned  the  claim  made  in  their  protests  with 
respect  to  the  merchandise  mentioned  inour  first  finding  of  fact. 

We  hold  that  said  first- mentioned  merchandise  was  correctly  assessed 
for  duty  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
77,  K  T.,  for  toilet  preparations. 

We  also  hold  that  the  merchandise  described  in  our  second  finding 
of  fact  was  properly  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  imder 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  373,  N.  T. 

The  protests  are  accordingly  overruled  and  the  collector's  action  af- 
firmed. 


(13562--G.  A.  1834.) 
Animals  for  breeding  puj^oses — Smooth  fox-terrier  dogs. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  17, 1892, 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28731  0^10679,  of  American  Express  Company,  agalnat  the  deciston  of 
the  collector  of  customB  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cer- 
tain fox  terrier,  imported  per  Aurania,  February  29, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Luirr,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  American  Express  Company  imported  into  the 
port  of  New  York,  Februai*y  29,  1892,  one  so-called  smooth  fox-terrier 
dog,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  nuder 
paragraph  251,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  at  the  time  said  dog  was  in  the  custody  of  the  customs  offi- 
cers, when  an  examination  could  be  had,  no  certificate  of  registry  and 
pedigree  of  said  animal  was  produced. 

(3)  That  at  or  about  the  time  of  filing  the  protest  in  this  case  a 
certificate  of  registry  of  a  certain  smooth  fox-terrier  dog  in  the 
Kennel  Club  Stud  Book,  a  book  of  registry  established  by  the  Kennel 
Club  of  London,  England,  for  tlie  registry  of  pure-bred  dogs  of  various 
recognized  breeds,  together  with  a  record  of  pedigree  of  a  certain 
smooth  fox  terrier,  was  produced  to  the  collector,  but  no  affidavit  of 
identity  was  furnished  and  no  opportunity  was  offered  the  customs 
officers  to  compare  the  animal  with  the  description  contained  in  the 
certificate  of  record  and  pedigree,  and  no  such  affidavit  or  proof  of 
identity  appears  among  the  papers  before  the  Board. 
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As  this  affidavit  is  essential  in  order  to  enable  the  evidence  contained 
in  the  certificates  to  be  applied  to  the  animal  in  question,  we  can  not 
find  that  this  animal  is  the  same  registered,  nor  that  said  animal  is 
pore-bred  of  a  recognized  breed,  but  we  do  find  that  the  smooth  fox- 
terrier  breed  of  dogs  is  a  recognized  breed  and  that  the  animal  in  ques- 
tion was  imported  for  breeding  purposes. 

Inasmuch  as  the  requirements  and  conditions  of  paragraph  482,  N.  T., 
under  which  free  entry  is  claimed,  have  not  been  complied  with,  the 
protest  must  be  overruled,  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13563— G.  A.  1835.) 
Sweetened  chocolate.     (G.  A,  414  reversed.) 
More  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  19,  1892, 

In  the  matter  of  the  protect,  72890^2807,  eto.,  of  Scfaillins,  StoUwerck  A  Co.  and  others  named  in 
the  Bchednle  hereto  annexed,  aprainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as 
to  the  rate  and  amount  of  auties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called  sweetened  chooolate,  im- 
ported per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  speciAed  in  the  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Tichknob,  Oener€d  Appraiser. 

We  make  the  following  findings  of  fact  in  these  cases : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  here  subject  of  protest  was  imported  since 
October  6,  1890. 

(2)  That  said  merchandise,  which  is  usually  imported  in  the  form  of 
<2akes  of  various  shapes  and  sizes,  is  chocolate  manufactured  from  cocoa 
and  sweetened  with  sugar,  but  is  not  **  mixed  with  cream  or  fruits  or 
<»vered  with  sugar  or  other  flavoring  material,"  and  is  known  com- 
mercially as  *^ sweetened  chocolate,"  and  not  as  chocolate  confection- 
ery. 

(3)  That  it  is  of  the  same  general  character  as  that  which  was  the 
subject  of  the  Board's  decision  of  March  12,  1891  (G.  A.  414). 

It  was  assessed  for  duty  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  chooolat'e  con- 
fectionery, under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  239,  act  of  October  1, 1890, 
and  the  similitude  clause  in  section  5  of  said  act. 

The  protestants  claim  that  it  is  dutiable  at  2  cents  per  pound,  under 
the  provisions  either  of  paragraph  318  or  319  of  said  act,  or  at  the  same 
rate,  under  the  similitude  clause  of  section  5,  or  at  20  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem, under  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  said  act.  The  claim  is  also 
made  in  certain  of  the  protests  that  the  act  of  Obtober  1,  1890,  is  un- 
constitutional and  void. 

It  was  held  by  the  Board  in  its  decision  of  March  12,  1891,  above 
mentioned,  that  the  merchandise  was  dutiable  at  2  cents  per  pound, 
under  paragraph  318  of  said  act.     This  decision  of  the  Board  was  re- 
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versed  on  review  by  the  circuit  court  for  the  southern  district  of  New 
York,  the  court  having  sustained  the  claim  of  the  protestants  that  the 
merchandise  was  dutiable  at  the  same  rate,  but  as  a  manufacture  of 
cocoa  not  specially  provided  for,  under  paragraph  319,  which  decision 
was  recently  affirmed  by  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  api>eals  for 
the  second  circuit,  and  the  Treasury  Department  has  accordingly  au- 
thorized the  refund  of  the  excessive  duties  collected  on  said  merchan- 
dise in  all  cases  where  the  importers  have  duly  and  specifically  pro- 
tected their  rights  under  the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

We  accordingly  sustain  the  claim  of  the  protestants  that  the  mer- 
chandise in  question  is  dutiable  at  2  cents  per  pound,  under  paragraph 
319,  N.  T. ,  but  overrule  the  claim  made  in  certain  of  the  protests  that  the 
act  of  October  1,  1890,  is  unconstitutional  and  void. 


(13564— G.  A.  1836.) 
Or  ease,  certain  so- coiled — Oil  and  alkali,  combinations  of. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  21, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  |>rotest,  1S958  6-0606,  of  C.  H.  Bealy  &.  Co.,  aptinst  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  cuBtoma  at  Chicag:o  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called 
grease,  combination  of  oil  and  alkali,  imported  per  Martakit  April  18, 1892. 

opinion  by  Tichekor,  Oener<U  Appiaiter. 

The  merchandise  here  subject  of  protest,  which  is  imported  from 
Cologne,  Germany,  and  described  in  the  invoice  as  "60  barrels  grease, 
extra  quality, '^  was  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  a  combination  of  oil 
and  alkali,  and  duty  was  assessed  thereon  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

The  protestants  claim  that  it  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem 
as  a  manufacture  of  grease  not  specially  provided  for,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  4  of  said  act. 

We  find  as  matter  of  fact,  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  in  the 
case  and  a  chemical  analysis  of  the  of&cial  sample  of  the  merchandise 
submitted  to  us,  that  the  said  merchandise  consists  of  a  combination  or 
mixture  of  a  heavy  oil  of  mineral  origin,  with  lime  soap,  and  consti- 
tutes a  compound  intended  for  use  as  a  lubricant. 

It  thus  appearing  that  the  article  consists  of  a  combination  of  an  oil 
or  oils  with  an  alkali,  we  hold  that  it  is  dutiable  as  assessed  by  the  col- 
lector.    The  protest  is  accordingly  overruled. 


^  •-- 
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(13565— G.  A.  1837.) 
Alcoholic  perfumery —  * '  Vinaigre  de  toilette. ' ' 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  21, 1892. 

In  the  iDAtter  of  the  protest,  38639  a-19452,  of  Park  &  Tilford,  ag:aln8t  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  alcoholic 
perfumery,  so-called  toilet  vinegar,  imported  per  La  Touraine,  August  7, 1802. 

Opinion  by  Ticbkhob,  Otneral  Appraiser. 

The  merchaiidise  in  qnestion,  which  is  invoiced  as  ** vinaigre''  and 
as  ''vinaigre  de  toilette,"  appears  from  the  i^mple  bottles  thereof  sub- 
mitted by  the  protestants  to  consist  of  so-called  toilet  vinegar,  pro- 
duced by  Eoger  &  Gkillet,  suecessors  to  Jean-Marie  Farina,  and  by 
Cottan  &  Co.,  Soci^ti6  Hygifenique,  of  Paris,  France. 

It  was  assessed  for  duty  at  $2  per  gallon  and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
nnderthe  provision  in  paragraph  8,  N.  T.,  for  alcoholic  perfumery,  etc., 
and  is  claimed  by  the  protestants  to  be  dutiable  either  at  $2  per  gallon 
and  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provision  in  said  paragraph  for 
alcoholic  compounds  not  specially  provided  for,  or  at  50  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  77,  N.  T. 

We  find  as  matters  of  fact  that  the  said  merchandise  contains  from 
60  to  72  per  cent  of  absolute  alcohol  by  volume,  combined  with  water, 
small  quantities  of  acetic  acid  and  essential  oils,  and  some  odoriferous 
substances ;  that  it  is  adapted  to  uses  similar  to  those  for  which  cologne 
waters  are  intended;  is  an  alcoholic  perfumery,  and  is  similar  in 
character  to  the  merchandise  which  was  the  subject  of  the  Board^s  de- 
cision of  June  25,  1892  (G.  A.  1561). 

We  accordingly  hold  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  $2  per  gal- 
lon and  50  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  assessed  by  the  collector,  and  over- 
rule the  protest. 


(13566— G.  A.  1838.) 

Betanaphthol  and  napktylamine. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  23, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  90160  a,  etc.,  of  Gelsenheimer  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charg^eable  on  certain 
bclanaphthol,  etc,  Imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  General  Appraiaer. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Gelsenheimer  &  Co.  and  Eead,  Holliday  &  Sons, 
Limited,  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York,  in  the  year  1892,  as 
shown  in  the  annexe!  schedule,  certain  merchandise  invoiced  as  beta- 
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naphthol  and  betanaphtylamine,  protests  30486  and  32331  relating  to 

ft 

beta-naphthol  alone,  and  the  remaining  protests  relating  to  both.  The 
collector  assessed  duty  upon  said  merchandise  at  25  per  cent  ad  ya- 
lorem,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76,  IS.  T.,  as  a  chemical 
compound  or  chemical  salt. 

(2)  That  said  merchandise  was  betanaphthol  and  naphtylamine ; 
that  the  dominant  and  characteristic  element  of  betanaphthol  and 
naphtylamine  is  derived  from  coal  tar,  and  that  the  same  are  coal-tar 
preparations,  not  colors  or  dyes. 

The  importers  claim  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem  as  coal-tar  preparations,  not  colors  or  dyes,  not  otherwise 
provided  for. 

In  accordance  with  our  findings  of  fact,  we  hold  that  the  same  was 
properly  dutiable  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  19,  and  sustain 
the  protests. 


(13567— G.  A.  1839.) 

Toluidine  sulphoacid  or  thio  chromogen. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  23, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  29903  a-53581,  of  Schulse-Berge  A  Koechl,  against  the  dedaion  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  daties  chaiKea>ble  on  certain 
thio  chromosren,  imported  per  Friedand^  October  8, 1891,  and  Bhynland^  October  2S,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Oenertd  ApfiraUer. 

We  find  (1)  that  Messrs.  Schulze-Berge  &  Koechl  imported  into  the 
port  of  New  York,  October  8  and  26, 1891,  certiain  merchandise  invoiced 
as  ^*  toluidin  sulfosaure,''  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  35  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  as  a  coal-tar  color  or  dye,  under  paragraph  18,  N.  T.  (21 
That  said  merchandise  was  toluidine  sulphoacid,  sometimes  known 
as  thio  chromogen,  and  is  a  chemical  compound  and  a  coal-tar  color 
or  dye. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  protestants  to  be  dutiable  at  seven-eighths  of  a 
cent  per  pound  as  an  extract  of  dyewood,  or  at  20  per  cent  as  a  coal- 
tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T.,  or  at 
25  per  cent  as  a  color  or  chemical  compound,  under  paragraphs  61  or 
76,  N.  T. 

This  acid  was  the  subject  of  decision  G.  A.  1073,  and  we  refer  to  and 
adopt  the  views  therein  expressed  concerning  its  character  and  uses. 
It  is  proper  to  add  that  the  protest  refers  to  the  merchandise  as  thio 
chromogen,  while  no  such  designation  appears  upon  the  invoice,  and 
the  collector  expresses,  the  opinion  that  the  protest  is  void,  as  he  fells  to 
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find  sach  merchandifie  designated  upon  the  invoice,  no  other  informs- 
doD  being  farnished  by  the  protestants  except  as  to  marks  and  numbers. 

We  do  not  consider  that  the  collector  is  required  to  look  outside  of 
the  protest  and  invoice  for  information  as  to  the  article  to  which  the 
protest  is  intended  to  apply,  and  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  pro- 
test did  not  furnish  to  the  collector  sufficient  information  to  render  it 
effective. 

We  hold  that  duty  was  properly  assessed,  and  the  decision  of  the 
collector  is  affirmed. 


(13568— G.  A.  1840.) 
Naphthol  salt  R. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  23,  1892. 

tn  the  matter  of  the  nroteet,  299020-58767,  of  Sohulse-Berge  &  Koeehl,  aealnst  the  decision  of  the 
ooUeotor  of  ouatoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
naphthol  salt  B,  imported  per  ShynUtnd,  October  26, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Luirr,  OenertU  Apprai$er, 

We  find  (1)  that  Messrs.  Schulze-Berge  &  "Koeehl  imi)orted  into  the 
port  of  New  York,  October  26,  1891,  certain  E  naphthol  salts,  upon 
I'hich  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  a  chemical  salt, 
under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76,  N.  T.  (2)  That  said  E  naphthol 
^ts  is  a  chemical  salt,  and  its  dominant  and  characteristic  element 
is  derived  from  coal  tar,  and  the  same  is  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a 
color  or  dye. 

The  importers  clium  the  same  to  be  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem, under  paragraph  19,  N.  T.  Upon  our  findings  the  protest  is 
sagtained. 


(13569— G.  A.  1841.) 
Phenylene  diamine. 


Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  23, 1892. 

(n  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28318a,  etc.,  of  Wm.  J.  Matheson  &,  Co., agrainst  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oertan 
phenylene  diamine,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Luvt,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  Wm.  J.  Matheson  &  Co.,  Limited,  imported  into  the 
port  of  New  York,  as  shown  in  the  annexed  schedule,  and  subject  to 
the  tariff  of  October  1, 1890,  certain  so-called  phenylene  diamine,  upon 
which  duty  was  assessed  at  the  rate  of  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  a 
chemical  compound,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 
87 
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We  further  find  that  said  phenylene  diamine  is  a  chemical  componnd, 
its  dominant  characteristic  element  being  derived  from  coal  tftr,  and 
that  the  same  is  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye. 

The  importer  claims  that  the  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  20  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  19,  N.  T. 

We  consider  the  claim  of  the  importer  to  be  well  founded,  and  sustain 
the  protest. 


(13570— G.  A.  1842.) 
Toluidine  hose. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  23,  1892. 

« 

In  the  matterof  the  protests,  28714  a,  etc.,  of  Gelsenheimer  &  Co. ,  against  the  decision  of  the  oollcrtor 
of  oustoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  toluidine 
base,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

4 

Opinion  by  Ltnrr,  Qtneral  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Gelsenheimer  &  Co.  and  the  Roessler  &  Hasalacher 
Chemical  Company  impotted  into  the  port  of  New  York  in  the  years 
1891  and  3^892,  as  shown  in  the  annexed  schedule,  certain  tx>laidine 
base,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  a 
chemical  compound,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  toluidine  base  is  a  chemical  compound,  the  domiDant 
characteristic  element  of  which  is  derived  from  coal  tar,  and  thstt  the 
same  is  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye. 

The  importers  claim  that  the  same  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad 
valorem  as  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye,  under  paragraph 
19,  N.  T. 

Upon  our  findings,  we  hold  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  as 
claimed,  and  the  protests  are  sustained. 


(13571— G.  A.  1843.) 
Naphthalene  or  marble  carbon. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  23, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  28601a,  etc.,  of  Solomon  Lewy  et  al.,  lUj^ainst  the  decisioii  of  the  cxri- 
lector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  lo  the  rate  and  amount  or  duties  charireable  on  certain 
naphthfUene,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  General  Appraiser,  | 

We  find— 

(1)  That  the  protestants  named  in  the  annexed  schedule  imported 
into  the  port  of  New  York,  at  various  times  as  therein  set  forth,  certaiu 
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merchandise  npon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  the  rate  of  25  per  cent 
ad  valorem  as  chemical  compounds,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
76,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  merchandise  was  invoiced  as  naphthalene,  plain  or 
camphorated,  or  as  marble  carbon,  plain  or  camphorated,  and  was,  as 
shown  in  the  invoice,  either  plain  naphthalene  or  naphthalene  with 
whicb  was  combined  by  mixing,  but  not  chemically,  a  small  percentage 
of  camphor,  the  latter  being  invoiced  as  camphorated  naphthalene  or 
marble  carbon. 

(3)  That  in  the  portion  invoiced  as  camphorated  naphthalene,  naph- 
thalene is  the  component  element  of  much  the  greater  value  and  the 
predominant  element  thereof. 

C4)  That  naphthalene  is  a  distillate  of  coal  tar,  a  coal-tar  product,  a 
chemical  compound,  and  not  a  color  or  dye. 

(5)  That  both  the  plain  and  camphorated  naphthalene  are  coal-tar 
preparations. 

The  importers  claim  that!  said  merchandise  was  dutiable  at  20  per 
cent  ad  valorem,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  19,  N.  T.,  as  a  coal- 
tar  preparation,  and  upon  our  findings  of  fact  we  hold  that  the  claim 
is  well  founded,  and  that  said  merchandise  was  properly  dutiable  as 
claimed.     The  protests  are  sustained. 


(13572— G.  A.  1844.) 
Cotton  cord — Spindle  banding, 
Sefore  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  25, 1892. 

In  Hie  matter  of  the  protest,  35117  a^l9456.  of  Hughes  Fawoett,  aeainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
j^etor  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  toe  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
so»<s»tled  spindle  banding,  cotton  cord,  imported  per  Servia,  August  2, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Tichknob,  QtneraX  Appraiaer, 

Tbe  goods  here  in  question,  which  are  invoiced  as  **  120-ply  spindle 
banding,"  consist  of  small,  white,  hard-twisted  cotton  cord,  and  were 
33seased  for  duty  at  35  cents  per  pound,  under  the  specific  provision 
therefor  in  paragraph  354,  N.  T. 

IThe  protestant  claims  that  these  goods  are  bought,  sold,  and  used  as 
spindle  banding,  and  are  dutiable  as  manufactures  of  cotton  not  spe- 
cially provided  for  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  355, 

We  fiod  ^  matter  of  fact  that  the  goods  consist  of  cotton  cord,  and 
we  hold  that  they  were  properly  assessed  for  duty  by  the  collector. 
Tlie  protest  is  overruled. 
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(1367^— Q.  A.  1845.) 

American  whisky  returned — Failure  of  proofs. 

Before  the  U.  S.  (General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  26, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  2Ce92a-238,  of  Cook  A  Bernhelmer,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charseaUe  on  oerUin 
whisky,  imported  per  Moravia^  April  30, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sombbvillb,  OenertU  Appraiaer. 

The  merchandise  consists  of  350  barrels  of  whisky,  imported  under 
the  new  tariff  law. 

It  is  claimed  to  be  free  of  duty,  under  paragraph  493,  as  an  Ameri- 
can manufacture  of  the  kind  therein  described* 

The  importers  admit  in  the  testimony  takefi  before  the  Board,  and 
we  so  find,  that  the  certificate  required  by  section  377  of  the  Customs 
Begulations  of  1884  was  not  produced  to  the  collector  at  the  time  of 
entry  and  prior  to  the  date  of  liquidation. 

As  said  in  Dulil  v.  Maxwell,  2  Blatch.,  541,  *' there  can  be  no  doubt 
of  the  legal  principle  that  if  a  mode  of  proof  is  prescribed  by  the  terms 
of  the  law,  or  by  its  fair  interpretation,  no  other  than  the  statutory  evi- 
dence can  be  admitted,^ ^ 

The  paragraph  referred  to  (493)  provides  expressly  that  "proof  of 
the  identity  of  such  articles  shall  be  made  under  general  regulations 
to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,"  and  that  officer  has 
prescribed  the  kind  of  certificate  mentioned  in  said  paragraph  377. 

In  its  absence,  we  find  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  not  an 
American  manu£a.cture,  and  overrule  the  protest.  (Q.  A.  1432  and 
2  Blatch.,  541.) 

The  collector's  decision  is  affirmed. 


(13574~G.  A.  1846.) 

Natural  grass  dyed. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Few  York,  November  25, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  29142  a-2855.  of  A.  M.  Levy,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  ana  amount  of  duties  changeable  on  certain  natural  stsm 
dyed,  imported,  per  La  Champagnty  December  28, 1891. 

Onlnion  by  Sharretts.  Qeneral  Apprai»er. 

We  find  as  facts,  on  the  face  of  the  papers  and  from  the  exhibits  in  this 
case,  that  the  merchandise  is  natural  grass  dyed. 

Duty  was  asse&sed  upon  the  goods  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  460.  The  appellant  claims  they  are  dutiable  at  10  per  cent 
ad  valorem  as  unenumerated  unmanufactured  articles  under  section  4  of 


1297  • 

I 

tihe  present  act.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  the  claim  of  the  appel- 
lant is  not  tenable.  If  the  merchandise  in  question  is  not  manu- 
&ctured,  then  it  is  entitled  to  free  entry,  under  paragraph  653.  If  it 
is  manafactured,  then  it  is  specifically  provided  for  as  manufacture - 
of  grass,  under  paragraph  460.  The  Board,  in  Q.  A.  977,  decided  that 
natural  flowers,  dyed,  were  manufactured  articles.  By  a  parity  of 
reasoning,  natural  grasses,  dyed,  are  manufactures  of  grass. 

In  our  opinion,  these  goods  were  properly  classified  and  asse^ed 
with  duty  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  460.  We  over- 
rale  the  protest  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision. 


(13575— G.  A.  1847.) 
Gla»%  rods. 
Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  26, 1892. 

In  (be  matter  of  the  protests,  30586a  and  31820a,  of  L.  Sombom  &  Co.,  affalnst  the  decisioD  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oertain 
glass  rods,  imiK>rted  per  OaUia,  May  14, 1892,  and  Abendana^  June  8, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sombrvillr,  OenertU  Appraiaer, 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  covered  by  the  protests  in  each  of 
these  cases  consists  of  rods  of  smooth,  black  glass,  cnt  to  a  uniform 
size  of  3  feet  in  length  and  put  up  in  bunches  of  about  50  pieces  each. 
The  goods  are  used  in  the  manufacture  of  imitation  jet  buttons, 
precious  stones,  and  other  ornaments. 

The  sample  of  the  goods  introduced  in  evidence  before  the  Board 
correctly  represents  the  merchandise. 

We  find  that  the  Articles  are  manufactures  of  glass  not  specially  pro- 
vided for  in  the  tariff  act.  They  are  not  glass  broken  or  old,  glass 
which  can  not  be  cut  for  use,  and  which  is  fit  only  to  be  remanu- 
&ctured  within  the  meaning  of  paragraph  690,  free  list,  of  the  new 
tariff  act. 

The  protest  is  overruled  in  each  case  and  the  collector's  decision 
affirmed. 


(13576— G.  A.  1848.) 

m 

Glass  for  mosaic  work. 
Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  26, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24208  a-57496,  of  L.  Popper  &  Sons,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  eostoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  glass  for 
mosaic  work,  imported  per  Elyaia,  November  16, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sombryille,  Oeneral  Appraiier. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  covered  by  the  protest  in  this  case  con- 
sistB  of  small  pieces  of  colored  glass  cut  into  cubic  shapes  and  designed 
to  be  used  in  what  is  commonly  known  as  mosaic  work. 
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The  samples  marked  Exhibit  A,  accompanyiDg  the  papers  in  the 
case,  are  correct  representative  samples  of  the  merchandise  in  qnestion. 

The  claim  of  the  importers  is  that  the  merchandise  is  free  of  duty, 
under  paragraph  590,  which  places  on  the  free  list  glass  broken  and  old 
glass  which  can  not  hk  cat  for  use  and  fit  only  to^be  remanufactured. 

The  articles  under  consideration,  having  been  prepared  by  skilled 
labor  for  specific  use,  do  not,  in  our  judgment,  fall  under  the  said  para- 
graph, but  are  manufactures  of  glass  not  specially  provided  for  in  the 
tariff  act.  The  phrase  *  *  fit  only  to  be  remanuflEictured, ' '  as  used  in  para- 
graph 590,  means  fit  only  to  be  remanu&ctured  into  glass  or  other  new 
articles  of  merchandise. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  affirmed. 


(13577— G.  A.  1849.) 
Alizarine  blue;  gaUocyanine — Invoices,  misstatements  in,  liabUUy  for. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  26, 1892, 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  168876-7725,  of  John  L.  Vandiver,  againflt  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
gallocyanine,  imported  per  BwUMerland,  April  20, 1892,  and  Pennaylminia,  May  17, 1898. 

Opinion  by  LuNT,  General  AppruUer. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  the  protestants  imported  into  the  port  of  Philadelphia, 
April  20, 1892,  certain  merchandise  invoiced  as  '^  alizarine  blue,"  V.S. 
(violet  ^hade),  which  merchandise  was,  on  May  3,  1892,  passed  free, 
under  paragraph  478,  N.  T.,  as  a  dye  commercialQr  known  as  sdizarine 
blue,  and  afterwards  the  invoice  was  reconsidered  and  reliqnidated  at 
35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  18,  N.  T.,  and  the  merchan- 
dise classified  ajs  a  coal-tar  color  or  dye  not  specially  provided  for  in 
the  act. 

(2)  That  said  merchandise  was  in  ^t  gaUocyanine,  and  was  not  the 
dye  commercially  known  at  and  before  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the 
act  of  October  1, 1890,  as  alizarine  blue,  and  the  same  was  not  correctly 
invoiced. 

(3)  That  the  fact  set  forth  in  the  second  finding  being  duly  ascer- 
tained by  the  collector,  he  reliqnidated  the  invoice  as  above  stated,  and 
the  protestants  furnished  a  sample  of  the  merchandise  with  their  pro- 
test. 

(4)  We  refer  to  and  adopt  our  observations  and  findings,  from  2  to 
5,  inclusive,  concerning  gaUocyanine  in  decision  6.  'A.  1391,  which  ar- 
ticle there  passed  upon  was  identical  in  kind  with  the  subject  of  this 
protest. 
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(5)  That  dnty  was  assessed  upon  the  invoiced  value  of  the  merchan- 
dise. I 

The  protestants  claim  that  said  merchandise  is  free,  under  paragraph 
478,  N.  T. ;  that  the  goods  having  been  delivered  to  the  importer  before 
reconsideration,  the  action  of  the  appraiser  in  making  a  farther  report 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  merchandise  was  illegal. 

There  was  no  error  in  the  identification  of  the  merchandise  as  to  its 
kind  or  character  upon  the  reclassificaiion;  the  invoice  value  was 
accepted  as  the  dutiable  value.  If^  therefore,  the  facts  found  by  the 
Board  are  correct,  it  does  not  appear  that  the  importers  have  been  ag- 
grieved by  the  action  of  the  collector  ;  an^  if  the  importers  were  aware 
that  the  merchandise  was  as  found  by  the  Board,  they  did  not  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  and  the  use 
of  sneh  an  invoice  by  design  for  entering  dutiable  merchandise  as 
alizarine  blue,  free,  when  in  fact,  if  the  same  was  correctly  invoiced^  it 
would  be  shown  to  be  dutiable,  would  render  such  importers  amenable 
to  the  penal  provisions  of  section  9  of  the  act  of  June  10,  1890,  and 
subject  tjie  merchandise  to  forfeiture. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  thexollector  affirmed. 


(13578— G.  A.  1860.) 

BinUro  toluol. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  26,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  prote«tfl,  10081-2a  and  16680  ohMSSO,  of  Wm.  J.  Matheaon  ACo.,  Limited,  againat 
the  deciaion  of  the  collector  of  cuatoma  at  New  York  aa  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  dutiea  charge- 
able on  certain  binitro  toluol,  imported  per  Dania^  December  17,  ISM) ;  Bohemia^  January  8, 
1891.  and  Wyoming,  Auguat  IS,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Ltnrr,  Qentml  Appraiter. 

We  find  (1)  that  Messrs.  W.  J.  Matheson  &  Co.  imported  into  the  port 
of  New  York  since  October  6,  1890,  as  shown  in  the  annexed  schedule, 
certain  merchandise  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T.,  as  a  chemical  compound.  (2)  That 
^id  merchandise  was  binitro  toluol,  which  we  find  is  a  chemical  com- 
pound and  also  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye,  its  principal 
characteristic  element  being  derived  from  coal  tar. 

It  is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 19,  N.  T.,  as  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye. 

In  accordance  with  a  decision  of  the  United  States  circuit  court  of 
appeals  at  Kew  York,  lately  rendered,  we  hold  that  said  merch^ndi8e 
is  datiable  under  the  present  tariff,  as  claimed,  and  sustain  the  protests. 
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(13579— G.  A.  1851.) 
Naphthionate  of  9oda. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  26, 1892, 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  10088  a,  etc. ,  of  the  Roemler  A  Hasslacher  Ohemical  Gompany ,  acaiDSt 
the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charge- 
able on  certain  naphthionate  of  soda,  imported  per  the  vessels  named  and  on  the  dates  set  forth 
in  the  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Lust,  Oeneral  AppraUer. 

We  find  (1)  that  the  Roessler  &  Hasslacher  Chemical  Company  im- 
ported into  the  port  of  New  York  since  October  6, 1890,  as  shown  in  the 
annexed  schedule,  certain  merchandise  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at 
25  per  cent  as  a  chemical  compound,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T.  (2; 
That  said  merchandise  was  naphthionate  of  soda,  a  chemical  com- 
pound and  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye. 

The  importers  claim  the  same  to  be  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  under 
paragraph  19,  N.  T. 

.  In  accordance  with  decision  G.  ^.  776  and  a  recent  decision  of  the 
United  States  circuit'  court  of  appeals,  New  York,  we  sustain  the  pro- 
tests. 


(13580— G,  A.  1852.) 

IHphenylamine. 

Before  the  IT.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  26, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  liS2Q76  and  182066,  of  Sohoellkopf  Analine  and  Chemieal  Companjr. 
asalnst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Buffalo,  K.  Y.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amoant 
of  duties  ohargeahle  on  certain  diphenylamine,  imported  perlHmand,  April  21, 1892,  and  P«na- 
Umd,  April  7, 1892. 

Opinion  by  LxTirr,  Chneral  Appraiaer, 

We  find  (1)  that  the  Schoellkopf  Analine  and  Chemical  Company  im- 
ported  into  the  port  of  BufGeilo  April  7  and  21,  1892,  certain  merchan- 
dise invoiced  as  diphenylamine,  which  was  assessed  for  duty  as  a  chem- 
ical compound  at  25  per  cenft  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 
(2)  That  said  merchandise  was  diphenylamine,  the  chemical  constitn- 
tion  of  which  is  expressed  by  the  formula : 

CbHJN 

That  the  same  is  a  chemical  compound ;  that  the  dominant  charac- 
teristic component  element  thereof  is  derived  from  cosd  tar,  and  that 
the  same  is  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye ;  that  various 
shades  of  coal-tar  dyes  are  manufactured  from  this  preparation. 

We  hold  that  the  merchandise  is  dutiable  as  claimed  by  the  im- 
porters at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T.,  and 
sustain  the  protest. 
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(13581— G.  A.  1853.)  \ 

Medidndl  preparation — Fawdered  ^'carica  papaya^ ^  or  vegetable  pepsin^ 
Before  the  IT.  S-  Greneral  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  26, 1892. 

Id  the  matter  of  the  protests,  28683a,  29882  a,  and  30700  a,  of  Lehn  &l  Fink,  amlnst  the  deoision  of 
the  collector  of  oustoms  at  New  York  an  to  the  rate  and  amonnt  of  outiea  chargeable  on 
certain  papain  or  vegetable  pepsin,  imported  per  L.  Monarch,  April  21, 1892 ;  ifontona,  March 
25,  I89S,  and  Helvetia,  June  9, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Luirr,  Oeneral  Appraiier. 

We  find  (1)  that  Messrs.  Lehn  &  Fink  imported  into  the  port  of  New 
York  April  20, 1892,  and  at  other  times,  as  above  stated,  certain  papain 
or  Tegetable  pepsin  npon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent,  under 
paragraph  75,  N.  T.  (2)  That  said  papain  is  a  medicinal  preparation 
in  the  form  of  apowder,  obtaiued^from  the  fruit  of  the  "carica  papaya'^ 
or  pawi>aw  tree ;  that  alcohol  is  not  a  component  part  thereof,  but  alco- 
hol is  used  in  its  preparation  to  precipitate  the  powder. 

This  article  is  identical  with  that  which  was  the  subject  of  decision 
6.  A.  633,  concerning  an  importation  made  under  the  act  of  1883. 

Paragraph  74  of  the  new  tariff  differs  from  paragraph  92  of  the  tariff 
of  1883  in  this,  that  the  latter  paragraph  covered  preparations  of  which 
alcohol  is  a  component  x>art,  while  paragraph  74,  N.  T.,  is  enlarged  so 
as  to  embrace  medicinal  preparations  in  the  preparation  of  which  al- 
cohol is  used. 

In  these  cases  the  importer  claims  that  alcohol  is  used  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  papain,  and  the  United  States  Dispensatory  confirms  their  P9si- 
tion. 

We  hold  that  papain,  vegetable  pepsin,  or  powdered '  *  carica  papaya '  ^ 
is  dutiable  under  the  tariff  of  1890  at  50  cents  per  pound,  as  provided 
in  paragraph  74  of  the  act. 

The  protests  are  sustained. 


(13582— G.  A.  1854.) 
OU  of  ntdmeg. 


Before  the  IT.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  2M39a-llO07,  of  Pritzsche  Brothers,  against  the  deoision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable,  on  certain  oil 
of  nutmeg,  Imported  per  Dania,  March  8, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  OenertU  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Fritzsche  Brothers  imported  into  the  port  of  New 
York,  March  7, 1892,  certain  merchandise  invoiced  as  oil  of  mace,  upon 
vhich  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T.,  as 
an  essential  oil  not  specially  provided  for. 
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(i)  That  said  oil  is  essential  oil  of  nutmeg  and  not  oil  of  maoe. 

The  importers  claim  that  said  merchandise  is  oil  of  maoe,  entitled  to 
free  entry,  under  paragraph  661,  N.  T. 

Although  afforded  an  opportunity  to  establish  their  claim,  the  im- 
porters offered  no  evidence  in  support  thereof,  and  we  act  upon  the 
report  of  the  appraiser. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 


(13583— G.  A.  1855.) 
Aurolene  and  aurolene  A — Coal-tar  colors. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  'New  York,  November  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  UxeprotestB*  28509  a,  etc.,  of  Reed,  HoUiday  A  Son,  asainsi  the  decision  of  ttie 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  coiaiii 
aurolene,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Lmrr,  Otner<d  Appraiser, 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Beed,  HoUiday  &  Son  imported  into  the  port  of 
New  York  in  the  year  1892  certain  so-called  aurolene,  as  shown  in  the 
annexed  schedule,  and  duty  was  assessed  thereon  at  35  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  18,  N.  T.,  as  a  coal-tar  color  or  dye. 

(2)  That  said  merchandise  was  invoiced  as  aurolene  £tnd  aurolene  A, 
and  that  the  dominant  and  characteristic  element  thereof  is  derived 
from  coal  tar ;  that  said  aurolene  is  a  chemical  compound  and  a  coal- 
tar  preparation,  a  color  or  dye,  and  is  not  an  extract  or  decoction  of 
dyewood. 

The  importers  claim  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  seven- 
eighths  of  a  cent  per  pound,  under  paragraph  26,  N.  T. 

We  hold  that  said  merchandise  was  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  as 
assessed,  and  overrule  the  protests. 


(13584— G.  A.  1856.) 

Protests  on  goods  entered  for  warehouse  and  transportation. 

« 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November 28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  16525  6-525,  of  Jordan,  Marsh  A  Co.,  a^^ainst  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  Boston,  Mass.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  oeitain 
charges,  commissions,  etc..  Imported  per  railroad,  July  i,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Oeneral  Appraiaer, 

The  question  presented  by  the  protest  in  this  case  is  the  same  as  that 
decided  in  case  16581  b.    The  papers  in  the  two  cases  are  duplicates  in 
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every  particnlar,  except  one,  that  is  to  say,  the  protest  in  case  16581  b 
was  addressed  to  the  "collector"  of  the  port  of  Bichford,  Vt.,  whereas. 
the  protest  in  the  case  at  bar  is  addressed  to  the  collector  of  the  port  of 
Boston,  and  both  cases  relate  to  the  same  importation. 

The  merchandise  under  consideration  was  entered  for  warehouse  and 
transportation  at  the  snbport  of  Richford,  in  the  Vermont  collection 
4^rict>,  and  subsequently  shipped  in  bond  to  Boston. 

Section  3097  of  the  United  States  Revised  Statutes  provides  that  mer- 
chandise in  carriages  arriving  in  customs  districts  on  the  northern  and 
northwestern  frontiers  shall  be  treated  in  like  manner  by  customs  offi- 
cials as  if  imported  in  vessels  from  the  sea — like  entries,  as  in  other 
CBBeSy  being  made  thereof—- and  the  merchandise  in  this  case  appears  to 
have  been  so  entered.     (Revised  Statutes,  section  2785. ) 

Section  2989  of  the  United  States  Revised  Statutes  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  establish  such  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
due  execution  of  the  provisions  of  chapter  7  of  the  Revised  Statutes, 
relating  to  warehouses,  as  he  may  deem  expedient  and  necessary  ;  and 
in  pursuance  of  this  authority  such  rules  were  promulgated  in  the 
general  Treasury  Regulations  of  1884,  and  reissued  in  the  Regulations 
of  1892.  Article  667  (Regulations  of  1884)  provides  that  the  entry  of 
goods  for  warehousing  shall  be  verified  by  oath  or  affirmation,  as  in  an 
entry  for  immediate  payment  of  duties.  (Revised  Statutes,  sections 
2964,  2989.) 

Section  3000  of  the  Revised  Statutes  provides  that  any  merchandise 
duly  entered  for  warehousing  may  be  withdrawn  under  bond,  without 
payment  of  the  duties,  from  a  bonded  warehouse  in  any  collection  dis- 
trict and  be  transported  to  a  bonded  warehouse  in  any  other  collection 
district  and  rewarehoused  thereat.  Section  3001  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes confers  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  authority  to  prescribe 
proper  methods  for  the  due  execution  of  the  provisions  of  said  section 
3000,  and  in  the  general  Treasury  Regulations  of  1884,  articles  711  to 
747,  inclusive,  and  in  the  Regulations  of  1892,  articles  534  to  567,  inclu- 
sive, are  incorporated  to  that  end. 

Articles  721  of  the  old  regulations  and  544  of  the  new  provide  that 
"Merchandise  shall  not  be  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for  transporta- 
tion until  all  the  examinations  and  returns  have  been  made  and  the 
dutiable  value  and  duties  definitely  fixed." 

So  article  743  of  the  old  regulations  and  article  565  of  the  new  pro- 
vide that  "The  value  and  duty  as  assessed  at  the  port  of  original 
importation,  and  so  stated  in  the  triplicate  copy  of  transportation  entry 
forwarded  to  the  port  of  destination,  will  in  all  cases  be  the  value  and 
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duty  to  be  charged  on  the  rewarehouse  entry  ;  or,  if  the  merchandise 
be  withdrawn  immediately  on  arrival,  to  the  rewarehouse  withdrawal 
entry,  as  a  voucher  and  authority  for  the  assessment  of  duty." 

And,  finally,  article  566  of  the  new  regulations  provides  that  "  protest 
and  appeal  against  the  assessment  of  duty  can  not  be  received  at  the 
port  of  destination,  the  liquidation  of  the  original  import  entry  estab- 
lishing the  date  from  which,  under  the  statute,  the  right  of  protect 
begins  to  run." 

In  1885  the  then  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury  held  (Synopsis  6895)  that 
*^the  ascertainment  and  liquidation  of  the  duties  mentioned  in  section 
2931,  Revised  Statutes,  is  the  liquidation  which  takes  place  on  the 
original  import  entry,  whether  such  entry  be  made  for  warehouse  or 
for  consumption,  and  that  whenever  such  liquidation  is  made  on  the 
import  entry  the  date  of  it  is  the  time  from  which  the  statute  begins^ 
to  run."  This  view  of  the  law  was  followed  by  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment in  subsequent  decisions  rendered  September  12,  1885  (Synopsis 
7116),  January  14,  1887  (Synopsis  7982),  and  February  28,  1888  (Syn- 
opsis 8697).  The  board  made  a  similar  ruling  November  8,  1890,  citing 
in  support  of  it  the  decision  of  the  Treasury  Department  first  herein- 
before mentioned. 

Section  2931  of  the  Revised  Statutes  was  repealed  by  the  act  of  June 
10,  1890,  but  in  section  14  of  said  act  said  repealed  section  was  reen- 
acted  with  such  changes  as  were  necessary  to  adapt  it  to  the  new  system 
of  administration  therein  provided  for,  and  the  reenactment  of  the  fol- 
lowing words  of  the  repealed  section,  ^'as  well  in  cases  of  merchandise 
entered  in  bond  as  for  consumption,"  shows  an  intent  to  maintain  in 
the  new  law  the  status  of  the  bonded  merchandise  entry  as  it  existed 
in  the  repealed  statute. 

This  review  shows  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  lawmakers  and  the 
Treasury  Department,  an  entry  for  warehouse  has  sdl  the  dignity  and 
force  of  an  entry  for  consumption,  and  hence  that  it  should  be  governed 
by  the  rules  established  in  section  2931  of  the  Revised  Statutes  and 
reenacted  ooincidently  with  the  repeal  of  said  section  in  section  14  o^ 
the  act  of  June  10,  1890. 

It  is  true  that  for  a  period  of  nine  years,*  from  1876  to  1885,  the 
Treasury  Department  construed  said  section  2931  to  require  that  the 
liquidation  should  be  made  on  the  final  withdrawal  for  consumptioD. 
and  that  a  protest  filed  within  ten  days  thereafter  was  sufficient ;  but 
the  United  States  Supreme  Court  held,  in  Merritt  v.  Cameron  (11 S.  C, 
174,  Vol.  2,  National  Repoi*ted  System),  that  this  period  did  not  con- 
stitute such  a  long  and  uninterrupted  acquiescence  as  to  be  controlling 


^»:^  «i-  . 


1305 

upon  the  courts.  On  the  contmry,  in  the  same  ease,  full  sanction  is 
^ven  to  the  doctrine  here  declared,  namely,  that  a  warehouse  entry 
Las  all  the  force  of  an  entry  for  consumption,  and  that  it  is  governed 
by  section  2931  of  the  Eevised  Statutes,  and  the  same  rule  was  followed 
in  Cadwalader  v.  Partridge  et  al.  (2  S.  C.  Eeporter,  182). 

We  may  add  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board,  there  is  no  difference 
(so  far  as  the  laws  governing  entry  is  concerned)  between  an  entry  for 
warehouse  at  an  exterior  port  and  transportation  to  an  interior  or  any 
other  port  and  an  entry  directly  for  consumption. 

As  already  stated  in  the  opening,  the  original  entry  in  the  case  at 
bar  was  at  the  subpqrt  of  Bichford,  for  warehouse  and  transportation, 
the  design  being  to  ship  the  merchandise  in  bond  to  the  port  of  Boston 
This  desiga  was  subsequently  effectuated,  and  the  protest  was  made 
i^inst  the  taction  of  the  collector  of  the  port  of  Boston  and  there  filed. 
We  hold  this  to  be  error.  The  protest  should  have  been  against  the 
action  of  the  deputy  collector  at  Eichford,  and  filed  with  that  officer, 
for  the  reasons  hereinbefore  fully  set  forth,  namely,  in  brief,  that  the 
entry  was  complete  at  the  original  port,  that)  the  liquidation  is  part 
and  parcel  of  the  entry,  and,  hence,  that  the  act  complained  of  being 
that  of  the  collector  of  the  original  port,  the  protest  must  run  to  and 
against  him,  according  to  the  terms  of  section  14  of  the  act  of  June  10, 
1890. 

The  protest  is  void,  and  is  therefore  overruled. 


(13585— G.  A.  1867.) 

IHger  and  bear  skins,  etc. 

Before  the  XJ.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28, 1892. 

In  the  maUer  of  the  protest,  163206-7660,  of  J.  B.  Lippincott  Company,  agrainat  the  deoisfltn  of  the 
coUeotor  of  castoma  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
tiger  and  bear  skins,  etc.,  Imported  per  British  Prineeaa,  May  18. 1802. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  Oeneral  Apprai$er, 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  consists  of  tiger,  bear,  and  wolf  skins, 
<^la88ified  and  assessed  for  duty  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 461  of  the  new  tariff  act,  but  claimed  to  be  free,  under  paragraph 
€05  of  said  act,  or,  alternatively,  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  456  of  said  act. 

The  case  was  set  for  hearing  on  the  21st  of  September,  1892,  at  Phil- 
adelphia, but  appellants,  although  present,  failed  to  present  proofe  in 
support  of  the  contentions  of  their  protest,  and  the  case  must,  therefore, 
be  decided  on  the  evidence  found  in  the  record  and  the  papers. 
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The  merchandise  is  described  in  the  invoice  as  follows :  "1  tiger  skin 
with  head.  32  per  cent ;  1  bear  skin,  7  per  cent ;  2  skin  covers  (cat 
and  wolf),  17  per  cent."         i 

The  local  appraiser's  special  report  states  that  "the  goods  in  ques- 
tion consist  of  dressed  tiger,  bear,  wolf,  and  cat  skins,  lined  and  ready 
for  use  afi  rugs,"  and  that  "the  first  two  named  rugs  had  the  heads  at- 
tached, which  were  prepared." 

We  find  as  facts — 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  in  question  was  imported  under  the  new 
tariff  act. 

(2)  That  it  consisted  of  skins  with  the  fur  on,  manufia,ctured  into 
rugs,  either  for  use  or  ornament. 

(3)  That  said  skins  are  not  known  co'^mercially  or  popularly  as 
hides  of  any  86rt  enumerated  in  paragraph  605  of  the  free  list,  nor  are 
they 'leather  within  the  enumerations  of  paragraph  456  of  the  new 
tariff  act. 

On  these  facts,  we  hold  as  law  that  the  protest  is  untenable.  It  is, 
therefore,  overruled,  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13586— G.  A.  1858.) 

So-called  liquid  paraffin. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  30791 0^14617,  of  Sohoellkopf,  Hartford  &,  Maolagan,  Limited,  asainst 
the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  ohaige- 
able  on  certain  paraffin,  imported  per  RvMia^  May  12, 1892. 

/ 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Oenend  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Schoellkopf,  Hartford  &  Maclagan,  Limited,  imported  into 
the  port  of  New  York,  May  12,  1892,  certain  merchandise  invoiced  as 
liquid  paraf&h,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  76,  N.  T, 

(2)  That  said  merchandise  is  a  distilled  oil,  and  is  not  the  article  com> 
mercially  known  as  paraffin. 

The  importers  claim  said  merchandise  is  free  as  paraffin  provided 
for  in  section  2  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890,  or  by  similitude  under  sec- 
tion 5  of  said  act. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 
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(13587— G.  A.  1859.) 

Faramidaphenal  salesaures;  rodinal. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28, 1892. 

In  the  nmtter  of  the  protests,  26351  a  etc.,  of  G.  B.  Richard  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  ool- 
lecCor  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  rodinal 
and  paraxnidophenal  salzsaures,  imported  per  vessels  and  at  dates  named  in  schedule  .an- 
nexed. 

Opinion  by  Luwt,  General  Appraietr, 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  C.  B.  Bichard  &  Co.  imported  into  the  port  of  New 
Tork,  May  17,  1892,  certain  so-called  paramidophenal  tolzsaures,  and 
on  the  same  day  and  also  on  the  23d  of  Jane,  1892,  and  other  days,  as 
shown  in  the  schedule  annexed,  certain  rodinal,  upon  all  of  which  duty 
was  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  paramidophenal  salzsaures  is  a  chemical  compound  or 
salt,  and  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye.   ' 

(3)  That  rodinal  is  a  chemical  Compound  and  a  coal-tar  preparation, 
not  a  color  or  dye. 

(4)  That  in  protest  30795  a  the  paramidophenal  is  claimed  to  be  free 
of  duty  as  an  acid,  under  paragraph  473,  N.  T.,  or  at  20  per  c^nt  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T.,  and  in  protests  30796  a,  26351  a, 
27834  iz,  and  31026  a,  rodinal  is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  as  a  coal-tar  preparation,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T. 

Upon  our  findings  we  hold  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  20 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T.,  as  claimed,  and  sus- 
tain the  protests  to  that  extent. 


(13588— G.  A.  1860.) 
Acetate  of  capper. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28633 a*-13547,  of  A.  Klipstein,  agrainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
cofltoms  at  New  York  aa  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called 
**veTdisris/'  imported  per  Olympia,  April  25, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Mr.  A.  Klipstein  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York, 
April  23,  1892,  certain  merchandise  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at 
25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  a  chemical  salt,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  merchandise  is  acetate  of  copper  and  a  chemical  salt, 
and  is  not  subacetate  of  copper,  or  verdigris. 

The  importer  claims  free  entry  under  paragraph  749,  N.  T. 
Upon  our  findings  the  protest  is  overruled. 
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(13589— G.  A.  1861.) 
OU  of  muslardj  synthetic. 
Before  tjie  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  80704  0^16634,  of  Frltzsohe  Bros.,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector 
of  costoms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  cbaiveable  on  certain  oil  of  miu- 
tfurd  seed  (artificial),  imported  per  JProcida,  May  18, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  QmiMrfd  Appraiaer. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Fritzsche  Brothers  imx>orted  into  the  jwrt  of  New 
York,  May  13,  1892,  certain  so-called  oil  of  mustard,  synthetic,  npon 
"^hich  duty  was  assessed,  as  an  essential  oil,  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
as  provided  in  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  "That  said  merchandise  is  a  chemical  compound,  a  coal-tar  prep- 
aration, not  a  color  or  dye,  and  in  its  chemical  constitution  is  substan- 
tially identical  with  the  essential  oil  of  mustard  obtained  from  mustard 
seed,  and  said  merchandise  is  commercially  known  as  an  essential  oil 
by  the  name  of  oil  of  mustard,  synthetic,  and  is  distilled. 

It  is  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  a  coal  tar 
preparation,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T. 

Upon  our  findings  we  hold  that  duty  was  correctly  assessed  upon 
this  article,  it  being  known  as  an  essential  oil. 

The  protest  is  overruled. 


(13590— G.  A.  1862.) 
Sodium  carbonate  and  hydroquinone. 

m 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  83069  a,  of  Merck  U,  Co.,  against  the  deoision  of  the  oolleotor  of  cn»- 
toms  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  <m  certain  sodium  carbonate 
and  hydroquinone,  imported  per  Rotterdam,  April  4, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Luvt,  CfenenU  Appraitttr. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Merck  &  Co.  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York, 
April  4,  1892,  certain  ^called  sodium  carbonate  and  hydroquinone. 
upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  chemical 
compounds  or  salts,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  sodium  carbonate  is  identical  with  that  passed  upon 
in  G.  A.  1347,  and  is  highly  purified  sal  soda  or  soda  crystals. 

(3)  That  hydroquinone  is  a  chemical  compound,  and  a  coal-tar  prepa- 
ration, not  a  color  or  dye. 

It  is  claimed  that  the  sodium  carbonate  is  dutiable  at  one-fourth  of 
1  cent  per  pound,  under  paragraph  83,  N.  T.,  and  that  the  hydroquinone 
is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T. 
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In  accordance  with  the  principles  heretofore  enunciated  by  the  board 
we  hold  that  the  merchandise  aforesaid  is  dutiable  as  claimed,  and  we 
sustain  the  protest. 

(13591— G.  A.  1863.) 

Kittoql  Jfber, 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  November  28, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  22642a,  of  Messrs.  Lew^isohn  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charsreable  on  certain  kittool, 
imported  per  Arimona,  November  24. 1801. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Qeneral  Appraiaer, 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Lewisohu  &  Co.  imported  into  New  York,  Novem- 
ber 24,  1891,  certain  fiber  invoiced  as  kittool,  upon  which  duty  was 
assessed  at  2*0  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  section  4,  act  of  October  1, 
1890,  as  a  nonenumerated  manufactured  article. 

(2)  That  said  merchandise  is  a  vegetable  fiber,  and  is  not  crude 
fiber,  but  has  been  dyed  and  prepared  fit  for  use  in  brushes  and  other' 
like  articles.     The  same  is  not  cocoa  fiber. 

The  importers  claim  that  the  same  is  entitled  to  free  entry,  under 
paragraph  597,  N.  T.,  as  a  fibrous  vegetable  substance  unmanufactured 
and  undressed. 

This  claim  we  can  not  sustain,  and  the  protest  is  overruled. 


(13592— G.  A.  1864.) 

JBnibraideries — Certain  cottmi  viadras;  antirnacassara  not. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  !N"ew  York,  December  1,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  40T9&-157.  of  M.  Doob  A  Brother,  against  the  decision  of  the  surveyor 
of  ctistoms  at  Cincinnati  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called 
cotton  madras  antis,  imported  per  City  of  Cheater,  December  29, 180O. 

*  Opinion  by  Tichknor,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  matter  of  fact  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  and 
samples  in  this  case  that  the  merchandise  in  question,  which  is  described 
in  the  invoice  as  ** cotton  madras  antis,-'  consists  of  small,  oblong  table 
covers,  about  18  inches  wide  by  1  yard  in  length,  with  fringes  at  either 
'end,  woven  of  colored  cotton,  with  fancy  stripes  and  raised-border  fig- 
ures composed  in  part  of  metal  threads,  cotton  being  the  component 
material  of  chief  value,  and  are  known  either  as  madras  table  covers  or 
as  madras  antimacas^rs. 

The  goods  were  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  embroidered  cottons, 
and  were  accordingly  assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  un- 
88 
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der  paragraph  373,  act  of  October  1,  1890.  The  appellants  claim  that 
they  are  dutiable  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  manufiactures  of  cotton 
not  specially  provided  for,  under  paragraph  355,  ]S; .  T. 

The  appraiser  states  in  his  special  report  that  the  goods  should  have 
been  returned  as  "cotton -lace  stand  covers"  instead  of  embroidered 
cottons,  and  refers  to  the  board's  decision  (G.  A.  443)  as  confirmaton* 
of  such  classification.  The  so-called  antimacassars  referred  to  in  that 
decision  were  of  lace,  or  in  the  nature  of  lace,  whereas  these  in  question 
are  not,  nor  are  they  embroideries  or  articles  embroidered,  but  they  are 
articles  composed  of  cotton  or  of  which  cotton  is  the  component  mate- 
rial of  chief  value,  not  specially  provided  for,  and  are,  we  hold,  dutiable 
at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  355,  X.  T.,  as  claimed  by 
the  protcstants.     The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained. 

(13593— G.A.I  865.) 

Books  rebound  within  twenty  years. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Api)raisers  at  New  York,  December  1,  1S92. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  U853fr-3'237,  etc.,  of  J.  B.  Lippinoott  Company,  against  the  decision 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  ori 
certain  books  printed  and  bound  over  twenty  years,  but  rebound  within  that  time,  import<'d 
per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  specified  in  the  schedule  hereto  annexed. 

Opinion  by  Tichenor,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find  £us  faets  in  these  cases — 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  in  question  was  imported  since  October  6, 
1890. 

(2)  That  it  consists  of  De  Foe's  works,  Butler's  **Hudibras,''  Lady 
Montague's  works,  Montesquieu's  works,  Milton's  poetical  works, 
Sue's  '^Wandering  Jew,"  *' Wilkie  Gallery,"  Doyle's  '^Chronicle  of 
England,"  and  other  books,  which  had  been  printed  and  bound  more 
than  twenty  years  from  date  of  importation,  but  which  had  been  re- 
bound recently  or  within  twenty  years. 

The  merchandise  was  assessed  for  duty  at  25  per  cent*  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  423,  act  of  October  1,  1890.  and  is  claimed  to  be  free 
of  duty,  under  paragraph  512  of  said  act. 

The  board  held,  in  its  decision  of  March  16,  1891  (G.  A.426J,  that 
certain  books  which  had  been  printed  and  bound  or  manufacturei^ 
more  than  twentj^  years,  but  which  had  been  recently  rebound,  were 
not  entitled  to  free  admission,  but  were  dutiable  at  25  |>er  cent  ad  va 
lorem  as  assessed  in  these  cases. 

We  are  now  informed  by  the  Treasury  Department  that  in  the  ciw 
of  the  Boston  Book  Company,  recently  tried  by  the  United  States  cir- 
cuit court  for  the  district  of  Massachusetts,  the  decision  of  the  board 
was  reversed,  the  court  having  held  that  books  which  had  been  printed 
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aud  bound  or  mauufactured  more  than  twenty  years,  but  which  had 
been  recently  rebound  for  the  purpose  of  preservatiou,  were  entitled 
to  acbnission  free  of  duty. 

The  Department  having  acquiesced  in  this  decision  of  the  court  and 
authorized  the  refund  of  duties  collected  on  all  such  merchandise 
whel*e  the  importers  have  duly  protected  their  rights  under  th«  act  of 
Juue  10.  1890,  we  are  constrained  to  sustain  the  claim  of  the  protest- 
ants  that  the  merchandise  is  entitled  to  free  admission,  under  para- 
graph 512,  N.T.,  and  to  modify  the  views  expressed  inG.  A.  426  ac- 
cordingly. 

(13594— G.  A.  1866.) 

Cotton  pvlp. 

Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  1,  1892. 

lo  the  matter  of  the  protest,  171036-78.50,  of  J.  W.  Hampton,  jr..  &  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
cotton  pulp,  imported  per  Camroae,  August  19,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Tichbnor,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  matter  of  fact  from  an  examination  of  the  papers  and 
samples  in  this  case  that  the  merchandise  here  subject  of  protest  is 
bleached  cotton  pulp,  dried,  in  sheets  or  cakes^  and  is  understood  to  be 
used  for  filtering  purposes. 

It  was  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  a  manufacture  of  cotton,  and 
accordingly  assessed  for  duty  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 355,  act  of  October  1,  1890. 

The  protestants  claim  that  it  is  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  the  provision  in  paragraph  461  of  said  act  for  *' manufactures 
composed  of  wood  or  other  pulp,''  etc. 

As  appears  from  our  finding  of  fact,  the  article  in  question  is  itself 
cotton  pulp,  and  not  an  article  manufactured  from  or  of  cotton  pulp, 
and  being  a  manufacture  of  cotton,  we  hold  that  it  was  properly  as- 
Ressed  for  duty  by  the  collector,  and  we  therefore  overrule  the  protest. 


(13595— G.  A.  1867.) 

Hemstitched  cotton  handkerchiefs,     {Act  of  1883.) 

Before  the  XJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  1,  1892. 

In  the  matier  of  the  protest,  795b  and  7966,  of  Super,  Marshall  &.  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Philadelphia  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  cer- 
tain so-called  hemstitched  cotton  handlcerchlefs,  imported  per  Lord  Ctive,  September  8,1890,  and 
BritiMh  Princess,  September  13,  1890. 

Opinion  by  Tichenor,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  as  a  matter  of  fact  in  these  cases — 

(1)  ^That  the  merchandise  in  question  was  imported  on  September  8 
and  13,  respectively,  1890. 
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(2)  That  it  consists  of  hemstitched  cotton  handkerchiefs. 

The  merchandise  having  been  returned  by  the  appraiser  as  '•cotton 
hemmed  handkerchiefs,-'  was  assessed  for  duty  at  40  per  cent  ad  valo- 
rem, under  the  provision  in  paragraph  325.  act  of  March  3,  1883,  for 
hemmed  handkerchiefs,  and  is  claimed  by  the  protestants  to  be  dutiable 
at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  324  of  said  act,  as  manufac- 
tures of  cotton  not  specially  provided  for. 

The  board  held  in  its  decision  of  September  8,  1890  (G.  A.  14),  that 
certain  hemstitched  cotton  handkerchiefs  were  dutiable  at  40  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  as  assessed  in  these  cases. 

This  decision  of  the  board  was  reversed  on  review  by  the  circuit 
court  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York  on  October  7,  1891,  and 
the  latter  decision  was  recently  affirmed  by  the  United  States  circnit 
court  of  appeals  for  the  second  circuit,  that  court  having  held  that  the 
term  ^'hemmed  handkerchiefs  used  in  paragraph  325  is  a  commercial 
term,  and  does  not  mean  a  handkerchief  which  has  been  cut  from  a 
piece  and  has  been  in  fact  hemmed,  but  it  means  the  article  commer- 
cially known  as  a  hemmed  handkerchief,  which  designation  excludes 
the  hemstitched  article. '' 

The  Treasury  Department  having  authorized  the  refund  of  the  ex- 
cessive duties  collected  on  said  merchandise  in  all  cases  where  the  im- 
porters have  duly  protected  their  rights  under  the  act  of  June  10, 1890. 
the  board  hereby  sustains  the  claim  of  the  protestants  in  these  cases. 


(1359G— G.A.1868.) 

Noir  soUde  or  steam  black. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  1. 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  34411  a-13715,  of  Wm.  Pickhardt  &  Kuttroff,  against  the  decision  of 
the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  ohargeble  on  oertain 
noir  solide,  imported  per  Noordlandy  March  3,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Oeneral  Appraiaer. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Pickhardt  &  KuttroflF  imported  into  the  port  of  New 
York,  March  3,  1892,  certain  so  called  **noir  solide/'  which  was  a< 
sessed  for  duty  at  25  per  cent  ad  valoreiji,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  noir  solide  is  known  as  **steam  black,"  and  is  a  pre- 
pared dye  and  a  chemical  compound  or  combination  of  such  com 
pounds,  some  of  the  original  elements  thereof  being  extract  of  logwood 
and  salts  of  chromium  and  alumina,  in  the  combination  of  which  an 
acid  has  been  used,  and  the  same  is  not  a  simple  extract  or  decoction 
of  logwood. 
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The  claim  that  said  merchandise  is  dutiable  at  seven-eighths  of  1 
cent  per  pound,  nnder  paragraph  26,  N.  T.,  we  can  not  sustain,  since 
it  is  apparent  that  this  article  has  been  advanced  by  chemical  manip- 
ulation beyond  the  condition  of  a  simple  extract  or  decoction  of  log- 
wood. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  affirmed. 

f  (13597— G.  A.  1869.) 

Pyoktanin  and  resorcine. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Xew  York,  December  1,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  proteeta,  83466  a  and  33467  a,  of  Merck  &  Co.,  against  the  deciaiou  of  the  col- 
lector of  cuatoniB  at  New  York  aa  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charfi^eable  on  certain 
pyoktanin  and  reaorcine,  imported  per  Atler,  June  15, 1892,  and  fijpoamdam,  July  1, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lu&'T,  Oenercd  Appraiser. 

We  find — 

^1)  That  Messrs.  Merck  &  Co.  imported  into  the  port  of  New  York, 
June  15,  and  Jnly  1,  1892,  certain  so-called  '* pyoktanin,^'  upon  which 
duty  was  assessed,  under  paragraph  18,  N.  T.,  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem 
as  a  coal-tar  color  or  dye  not  specially  provided  for,  and  on  July  1, 
1892,  certain  so-called  ''resorcine,"  covered  by  protest  33467a,  upon 
which  duty  was  assessed  as  a  chemical  compound  at  25  per  cent  ad  va- 
loreta,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  pyoktanin  is  a  chemical  compound ;  that  its  charac- 
teristic and  predominant  element  is  derived  from  coal  tar ;  that  it  is  a 
carefully  prepared  coal-tar  color  or  dye,  imparting  a  clear  and  pure 
Dahlia  shade,  and  is  suitable  for  dyeing  delicate  fabrics. 

(3)  We  further  find  that  said  pyoktanin  is  used  and  sold  as  a  medic- 
inal preparation  and  has  medicinal  properties,  and  alcohol  is  not  a 
component  thereof  nor  used  in  its  preparation. 

(4)  We  find  that  resorcine  is  a  chemical  compound  and  a  coal  tar  prep- 
paration,  not  a  color  or  dye,  and  refer  to  and  adopt  our  observations 
and  findings  in  G.  A.  506  relative  thereto. 

The  importers  claim  that  pyoktanin  is  dutiable  at  25  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem as  a  medicinal  preparation,  under  paragraph  75,  "N,  T.,  and  that 
the  resorcine  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T. 

There  are  a  number  of  coal-tar  dyes  provided  for  by  specific  names 
in  the  tariff,  but  pyoktanin  or  the  methyl  violets  are  not.  Pyoktanin 
is  one  of  a  series  of  coal-tar  violet  dyes ;  because  it  may  be  used,  or  is 
used,  for  the  treatment  of  certain  disorders  of  the  human  body,  it 
does  not  appear  to  us  sufiicient  to  remove  it  from  its  classification  as  a 
coal-tar  color  or  dye.    Several  coal-tar  colors  or  dyes  are  mentioned  in 
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the  United  States  Dispensatory  as  having  medicinal,  or  supposed  me 
dicinal,  qualities,  but  if  pyoktanin,  which  is  a  fancy  name  for  one  of 
the  series  of  methyl  violets,  should  be  held  by  us  to  be  dutiable  a.s  a 
medicinal  preparation  because  it  may  be  used  in  medicine  as  well  as  in 
the  arts,  we  should  be  disregarding  the  provisions  of  section  5  of  the 
tariff  act  if  we  failed  to  hold  it  as  subject  to  the  higher  rate. 

In  accordance  with  the  views  of  the  court,in  Metheson  etal.j  49  Fed. 
Rep.,  274,  it  is  our  opinion  that  this  article  called  "pyoktanin"  was 
properly  assessed  for  dutj^  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph 

18,  N.  T.,  and  that  the  resorcine  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent,  under  par- 
agraph 19,  N.  T.,  as  claimed  in  protest  33467  a. 

We  therefore  affirm  the  decision  of  the  collector  on  protest  33466  tf, 
and  affirm  his  decision  on  protest  33467  a  concerning  pyoktanin,  but 
sustain  the  claim  of  the  protestants  as  to  resorcine  covered  by  the  latter 
protest.  ^ 

(13598— G.  A.  1870.) 

Napthalene, 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Xew  York,  December  1, 1892. 

In  the  malter  of  the  protest,  7734&-1306,  of  Carter,  Carter  &.  Kill  lam,  a«rainst  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  Boston,  Mass.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
napthalene,  Imported  per  rhirhanx  CUy^  April  27, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Qenertd  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Carter,  Carter  &  Killiam  imported  iato  the  poit  of 
Boston,  April  27,  1891,  certain  napthalene,  upon  which  duty  was  as- 
sessed at  25  per  cent,  as  a  chemical  compound,  under  paragraph  7»>, 
N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  napthalene  is  a  chemical  compound  and  a  coal  tar 
preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye. 

It  is  claimed  to  be  subject  to  duty  at  20  per  cent,  under  paragraph 

19,  N.  T.  ;  and  in  accordance  with  numerous  other  decisions  of  the 
board,  and  of  principles  recently  enunciated  by  the  court  of  appeal 
we  hold  that  the  claim  is  well  taken,  and  sustain  the  protest. 


(13599— G.  A.  1871.) 
Em  igrants*    horses. 
Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  1,  IS92. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  142626,  of  G.  W.  Black,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  oui- 
toms  at  Port  Huron,  Mich.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charK^able  on  certain  hor*<*3 
imported  per  railroad,  March  24, 1892. 

Opinion  by  I^unt,  General  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Mr.  Colin  Dow  entered  at  the  port  of  Port  Huron,  March 
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24,  1892,  two  horses  valued  at  less  than  $150  each,  upon  which  duty 
was  assessed  at  |30  each,  under  paragraph  247,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  hoi-ses  were  not  the  property  of  said  Colin  Dow,  but 
of  one  Peter  Dow,  and  said  Peter  Dow  did  not  accompany  the  impor- 
tation, and  we  find  that  they  were  not  in  actual  use  for  the  purpose  of 
his  emigration. 

Free  entry  is  claimed,  under  paragraph  483,  N.  T. 

Upon  these  findings  the  protest  is  overruled. 


(13600— G.  A.  1872.) 

Animals  for  breeding  purposes. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  1,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  157226,  of  W.  D.  Johnston,  ag^ainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Cape  Vincent,  N.  Y..  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  a  certain 
mare,  imported  per  Haud,  June  2. 1892. 

Opinion  by  I^unt,  QenercU  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Mr.  W.  D.  Johnston  imported  into  the  port  of  Cape  Vin- 
cent, June  2, 1892,  one  brown  mare,  invoiced  under  the  name  of  *' Jessie 
Hartwood,"  and  valued  at  $140,  upon  which  $30  duty  was  assessed, 
under  paragraph  247,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  mare  was  not  registered  in  any  book  of  record  at  the 
time  of  her  importation,  but  was  afterward  registered. 

The  importer  claims  free  entry,  under  paragraph  482,  N.  T.  Atten- 
tion is  called  to  Treasury  Circular  No.  66, 1892,  dated  May  2. 

Under  the  law  and  regulations  in  force  at  the  time  of  this  importa- 
tion, even  if  the  animal  had  been  registered  and  the  certificate  accom- 
panying the  papers  had  been  presented,  it  would  have  been  insufficient, 
as  not  showing  the  registry  of  ancestors. 

The  protest  is  overruled. 

(13601— G.  A.  1873.) 
XUro  tobwl  and  dimetki/l  aniline. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  1,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest.  90061  a,  of  Schulze-Berge  &  Koechl,  aiC^inRt  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
nitro  toluol  and  dimethyl  aniline,  imported  per  Rhynland,  November  27,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Ocnerof  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Messrs.  Schulze-Berge  &  Koechl  imported  into  the  port  of 
New  York  per  Rhynland,  November  27,  1891  certain  nitro  toluol  and  di- 
methyl aniline,  upon  which  duty  wa.s  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 
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(2)  That  said  nitro  toluol  and  dimethyl  aniline  are  chemical  com 
pounds  and  coal-tar  preparations,  the  dominant  characteristic  elements 
thereof  being  derived  from  coal  tar;  that  the  same  are  not  colors  or 
dyes. 

The  importers  claim  said  merchandise  to  be  dutiable  at  20  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  19,  N.  T. 

In  accordance  with  the  principles  heretofore  acted  upon  by  the 
board  in  cases  of  this  character,  we  hold  that  said  merchandise  is  duti- 
able as  claimed,  and  sustain  the  protest. 


•      (13602— G.  A.  1874.) 
Phenyleiidiamine  and  rliromium  fluorine. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  1,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  30155a-14672.of  Win.  J.  Matheson  ACo.,  Limited, a^inst  the  decision 
of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  charK^able  on 
certain  phenyjendiainine  and  chromium  fluorine,  imported  per  RoUerdam^  April  1, 189S. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  \Vm.  J.  Mathesori  &  Co.,  Limited,  imported  into  the  port 
of  New  York,  April  1,  1892,  certain  so-called  phenylendiamine  and 
chromium  fluorine,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  the  rate  provided  for  chemical  compounds  and  salts  in 
pfiragraph  76,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  phenylendiamine  is  a  chemical  compound,  the  dominant 
characteristic  element  whereof  is  derived  from  coal  tar,  and  the  same 
is  a  coal-tar  preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye. 

(3)  That  chromium  fluorine  is  a  chemical  salt  is  not  a  coal-tai*  prep- 
ai*ation,  is  a  mordant,  and  not  a  color  or  dye.  Both  substances  are 
claimed  by  the  protestant  to  be  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  19,  N.  T.  In  accordance  with  our  findings,  the  pro- 
test is  overruled  as  to  the  chromium  fluorine  and  the  dedlsion  of  the 
collector  affirmed  therein,  and  as  to  the  phenylendiamine  the  protest  is 
sustained. 

(13003— G.  A.  1875.) 
Cork  ventilators. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  1,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  30076 a-1 5983.  of  Roberts,  Cushoian  Si  Co..  against  the  decision  of  the 
collector  of  customs  at  New  York  As  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certaiu 
cork  ventilators,  Imported  per  La  Champagne,  June  J ,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  OenercU  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  here  consists  of  pieces  of  cork  6  inches  long,  three 
fourths  of  an  inch  wide,  and  one-eighth  of  an  inch  thick,  with  a 
grooved  surface  on  one  side  and  both  ends  finished  in  the  form  of  a 
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wedge,  invoiced  as  cork  ventilators,  classified  and  assessed  for  duty  at 
20  per  cent  ad  valorem  as  a  nonenumerated  manufacture,  under  sec- 
tion 4  of  the  new  tarifif  act,  but  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  15  cents  per 
pouDd,  under  paragraph  434  of  said  act.  as  manufactured  corks. 

The  case  was  heard  November  1,  1892,  and  submitted  on  the  record 
and  the  papers  and  a  sample  of  the  merchandise  duly  verified  by  the 
importers. 

The  claim  of  the  protest,  as  already  shown,  is  that  said  cork  venti- 
lators are  not  an  unenumerated  manufactured  article,  as  returned  by 
the  appraiser,  but  that  they  are  dutiable  at  15  cents  per  pound,  as  man- 
ufactured corks,  under  paragraph  434  of  said  act.  The  language  of 
^aid  paragraph  434  is  as  follows:  *'Cork  bark,  cut  into  squares  or 
cubes.  10  cents  per  pound ;  manufactured  corks,  15  cents  per  pound.'' 

This  entire  paragraph  appears  to  relate  to  the  subject  of  corks ;  that 
is  to  .say,  the  first  member  of  the  sentence  provides  for  squares  or  cubes 
designed  to  be  further  manufactured  into  corks,  and  the  second  and 
final  member  of  it  provides  for  completed  corks.  Cork  carpets  are  pro- 
vided for  €0  nomine  in  paragraph  369  of  said  act ;  but  beyond  this  latter 
enumeration  and  the  enumerations  of  said  pai-agmph  434  the  subject 
of  cork  is  not  mentioned  in  the  new  tariff  act.  It  is  plain  that  cork 
veiitilatora  are  not  included  in  any  of  the  foregoing  described  enjimer- 
ations.  and  it  woujd  hence  seem  that  they  are  not  specially  provided 
for  in  said  act. 

We  find  from  the  evidence  and  on  common  knowledge  as  facts — 

•1)  That  said  cork  ventilators  were  imported  under  the  new  tariff 
act. 

(2)  That  they  are  manufactured  articles,  designed  for  use  in  men's 
hats. 

(3)  That  they  are  not  manufactured  corks,  but  manufactures  of  cork. 
The  lexicographical  signification  of  the  word  cork — '*  a  stopper  for  a 

bottle  or  cask,  cut  out  of  cork  " — which  is  the  same  as  the  common 
meaning,  justifies  our  third  finding  of  fact. 

The  rule  of  construction  followed  here  is  substantially  the  same  as 
that  observed  in  a  former  decision  of  the  board  (G.  A.  422)  where  the 
subject  of  controversy  was  fishing  floats  composed  of  cork,  wood,  and 
goose  quills. 

We  refer  to  that  case,  and  also  to  an  unpublished  decision,  15831  J, 
of  Henry  Tile  &  Co.,  rendered  October  10, 1892.  where  the  merchandise 
was  identical  with  that  invoiced  in  this  case. 

On  the  evidence,  we  hold  that  there  was  no  error  in  the  case. 
'  The  protest  is  therefore  overruled,  and  the  decision  of  the  collector 
is  affirmed. 
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(13604— G.  A.  1876.) 
Animals  for  breeding  purposes;  Clydesdale  liorses — Failure  of  proof. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  3,  18l>2. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14610  b,  of  F.  M.  Tuckett,  afrainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  cus- 
toms at  Detroit,  Mich.,  as  to  tlie  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chari^eable  on  certain  horses,  im- 
ported per  railroad,  April  12,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Lurt,  Oeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find- 

(1)  That  Mr.  P.  M.  Tuckett  imported  into  the  port  of  Detroit  April 
12,  1892,  nine  stallions  and  two  mares,  invoiced  without  special  names 
and  at  different  values,  from  $120  to  $150  each,  and  duty  was  assessed 
upon  two  of  said  animals,  valued  at  $150  each,  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
and  the  remaining  animals,  being  valued  less  than  $150  each,  were  a^ 
sessed  for  duty  at  $30  each,  under  paragraph  247,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  said  animals  are  claimed  to  be  pure  bred  of  a  recognized 
breed  of  horses,  viz,  Clydesdale,  which  we  find  is  a  recognized  bree<l 
and  in  support  of  said  claim  eleven  certificates  of  registry  and  pedigi-ee 
(issued  by  the  Clydesdale  Horse  Association  of  Canada,  a  society  which 
has  established  a  book  of  record  for  the  registry  of  pure-bred  Clydes- 
dale horses),  said  certificates  being  authenticated,  as  required,  by  the 
secretary  of  said  association,  the  custodian  of  the  record,  were  produced 
to  the  collector  at  the  time  of  entiy,  each  certificate  giving  the  name 
and  pedigree  of  a  certain  horse,  but  said  certificates  do  not  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  regulations  established  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  by  Circular  No.  10,  of  January  22,  1890;  and  in  the  absence 
of  any  affidavit  among  the  papers  showing  that  the  animals  imported 
are  the  same  mentioned  in  said  certificates,  we  find  that  none  were  pi'e- 
sented  to  the  collector. 

The  low  prices  at  which  these  horses  are  invoiced,  together  with  the 
absence  of  evidence  to  show  that  they  are  the  horses  mentioned  in  said 
certificates,  and  the  absence  of  any  other  evidence,  compel  us  to  Hud 
that  the  animals  in  question  are  not  pure  bred  Clydesdales,  but  we  do 
find  that  they  were  imported  for  breeding  purposes. 

Upon  the  facts  above  found,  we  hold  that  said  animals  were  not  en- 
titled to  free  entry  under  i)aragraph  482,  as  claimed,  and  we  overrule 
the  protest. 

(13605— G.  A.  1877.) 
Animals  for  hreedi ay  purposes  imported  prior  1o  present  regidaiiom. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  3,  189:*. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  14336 &,  of  Joseph  Beck,  asrainstUie  decision  of  Uie  collector  of  customs 
at  Suspension  Bridge,  N.  Y.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  inare^- 
imported  per  railroad,  March  31,  1892. 

Opinion  by  I^unt,  Qeneral  Appraiser, 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Mr.  Joseph  Beck  imported  into  the  port  of  Suspensic^u 
Bridge,  March  31,  1892,  two  mares  not  invoiced  by  any  special  names 
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or  description  and  valued  in  the  invoice  at  $400  and  $300,  respectively; 
That  duty  was  assessed  thereon  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 247,  K  T. 

(2)  That  at  the  time  of  entry  no  certificat<e  of  record  and  pedigree 
and  affidavit  of  identity,  provided  for  in  paragraph  482,  N.  T.,  was  fur- 
nlslied  to  the  collector,  and  that  on  the  6th  day  of  April,  1892,  said 
importer  produced  two  certificates  of  record  of  two  mares  called 
"Patch''  and  "Variety,"  purporting  to  have  been  signed  by  Fred. 
Smith,  secretary,  to  the  effect  that  two  mares  of  a  chestnut  color,  and 
of  the  names  aforesaid,  had  been  registered  in  the  Suffolk  Stud  Book, 
established  by  the  Suffolk  Horse  Society  of  Rendlasham,  Woodbridge, 
whicth  certificates  are  dated  March  19,  1892,  and  which  we  find  to  be 
genuine  certificates  of  registry  issued  and  signed  by  the  proper  custodian 
of  the  Suffolk  Stud  Book)  established  by  the  Suffolk  Horse  Society  for 
the  registration  of  purebred  Suffolk  Punch  horses,  the  same  being  a 
recognized  breed,  and  on  said  6th  day  of  April  the  importer  filed  with 
the  collector  an  affidavit  to  the  effect  that  the  two  chestnut  mares  en- 
tered by  him  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1892,  were  the  identical  animals 
mentioned  in  said  certificates  as  Patch  and  Variety ;  that  said  importer 
'lid  not  have  the  said  certificates  at  hand  at  the  time  of  entry  because, 
as  he  alleges,  they  had  been  mislaid. 

f3)  We  find  that  neither  of  the  certificates  of  record  and  pedigree 
[  produced  were  in  the  form  provided  for  in  Department  Circular  No-  1 0, 
<iated  January  22,  1892,  regulating  proceedings  for  the  entry  of  animals 
for  breeding  purposes,  which  circular  did  not  take  effect  until  April 
1,  1892,  and  we  have  no  evidence  except  said  certificates  upon  which 
U)  predicate  a  finding  as  to  the  purity  of  breed  of  said  animals,  but  we 
do  find  that  that  they  were  imported  for  breeding  purposes. 

(4)  The  collector  did  not  take  any  bond,  as  provided  for  in  said  last- 
mentioned  circular,  and  no  evidence  satisfactory  to  the  collector  ap- 
pears to  have  been  produced  to  him  at  the  time  of  entry  showing  that 
said  animals  were  entitled  to  free  entry,  and  at  the  time  the  certificates 
aforesaid  and  affidavit  were  produced,  i.  e..  on  the  6th  of  April,  said 
animals  were  not  in  the  custody  of  the  officers  of  the  customs. 

Upon  these  findings,  based  upon  the  documentary  evidence  sub- 
mitted to  us  by  the  C43l  lector,  and  which  is  all  the  evidence  in  the  case, 
having  in  view  the  terms  of  the  Treasury  Circular  No.  Ill,  of  October 
•JO,  1890,  and  No.  10,  of  1892,  and  the  provisions  of  paragraph  482,  N. 
T.,  we  can  not  find  that  the  two  mares  upon  which  duty  was  assessed 
are  pure  bred  of  a  recognized  breed,  and  the  failure  to  produce  the 
certificates  and  affidavits  of  identity,  as  required  by  paragraph  482, 
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and  the  requisite  evidence  to  satisfy  the  collector  at  the  time  of  eiiti\ , 
debars  the  importer  from  maintaining  his  claim  that  said  animals  aro 
entitled  to  free  entry. 
The  protest  is  overruled. 

(13606— G.  A.  1878.) 

(1)  Aninuds  for  breeding  purposes,     (2)  Protests ,  prenialurely  filed. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  3,  1892. 

Ill  the  matter  of  the  protoet,  13262-^,  of  W.  H.  Allison,  afrainst  the  deciflion  of  the  collector  of  rn**- 
toms  at  Detroit  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  mares,  imported  ptr 
railroad,  February  16,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Lukt,  Qenerad  Appraiaer. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  Mr.  W.  H.  Allison  imported  into  the  port  of  Detroit.  F(»h- 
ruary  15,  1892,  five  hoi-ses,  upon  two  of  which  duty  was  assessed  at  *.*>«♦ 
€iich,  and  upon  the  remainder  at  30  per  cent  ad  valorem,  according  to  tlie 
entered  value  thereof,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  247,  N.  T. 

(2)  That  at  the  time  of  entry  certain  so-called  certificates  were  pre* 
duced,  purporting  to  be  from  the  American  Stud  Book,  but  they  do 
not  appear  to  be  authenticated  by  any  officer  who  is  the  proper  cu>- 
todian  thereof,  nor  do  said  .certificates  show  the  pedigree  of  said  ani 
mals  sufficient  to  enable  us  to  ascertain  if  the  same  are  pure  bred,  and 
the  collector  was  not  satisfied  of  the  existence  of  such  fact,  and  no 
affidavit  of  identity  was  furnished. 

We  therefore  find  that  said  animals  were  not  pure  bred  of  a  reco.:r 
nized  breed,  and  hold,  upon  the  evidence  presented  in  the  papers,  thar 
they  are  not  entitled  to  free  entry,  under  paragraph  482,  N.T.    It  also 
appeal's  upon  the  face  of  the  papers  that  the  protest  was  filed  on  tli' 
15th  of  February,  before  liquidation  on  the  16th,  and  it  is  therefore  of 
no  effect,  having  been  prematurely  filed. 

The  protest  is  overruled. 


(13607— G.  A.  1879.) 
^^  Blue  developer ' ' — Coal-  iar  preparatmn. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  3,  ISJC 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  29587  a,  29642  a,  and  30474  a,  of  Wm.  J.  Matheson  &Co..  LiQUto<t, 
against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  or 
duties  charfceable  on  certain  so-called  ''blue  developer,"  imported  per  Amsterdam,  I>eceIn^•'I^ 
9,  1891 ;  RoUerdam,  April  1,  1892,  and  Maaadam,  May  10, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  Qeneral  Appraiser. 

We  find— 

(1)  That  W.  J.  Matheson  &  Co.,  Limited,  imported  into  the  port  «•: 
New  York,  December  9,  1891,  April  1  and  May  10,  1892,  certain  >t> 


i 
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« 

called  "  blue  developer,"  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  25  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  under  paragraph  76,  N.  T. 

2}  That  said  merchandise  is  a  chemical  compound  and  a  coal-tar 
preparation,  not  a  color  or  dye. 

We  hold  that  the  same  is  dutiable  at  20  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 
paragraph  19,  N.  T.,  as  cftiimed,  and  the  protests  are  sustained. 


(13608— G.  A.  1880. ) 

Ochery  earths — Red  earth. 

More  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  3,  1892. 

Ic  ibe  DuUter  of  the  protest,  30168  a-11194.  of  J.  Lee  Smith  &,  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  t)ic  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  oliargeable  on  certain  so- 
tailed  *'  red  earth,"  imported  per  Michigan,  February  29,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Sohbrviixb,  General  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  invoiced  and  entered  as  '*333  bags  of  unmanu- 
factured red  earth.' ^ 

The  collector  classified  and  assessed  the  goods  as  a  species  of  *^  ochery 
^rth,"  under  paragraph  54  of  the  new  tariff  act,  which  (following  the 
language  of  paragraph  89  of  the  act  of  1883)  reads  as  follows :  **  Ocher 
aod  ochery  earths,  sienna  and  sienna  earths,  umber  and  umber  earths 
flot  specially  provided  for  in  this  act,  dry,  one  fourth  of  one  cent  per 
I>ound;  ground  in  oil,  one  and  one-half  cents  per  pound." 

The  importers  in  their  protest  claim  that  the  merchandise  is  not 
ocher  or  an  ochery  earth,  but  that  it  is  dutiable  at  $1.50  per  ton,  under 
paragraph  98  of  said  act,  which  assesses  that  rate  of  duty  on  "clays  or 
earth,  unwrought  or  unmanufactured,"  not  specially  provided  for  in 
the  present  tariff  act. 

A  sample  of  the  importation  was  submitted  to  a  Government  chemist 
for  analysis,  and  he  reports  that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  an 
'>chery  earth,  and  the  local  appraiser  concurs  in  this  conclusion  of  fact. 

Several  witnesses  testified  at  the  hearing  before  the  board,  and  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  samples  were  not  ocher  or  ochery  earth. 
The  importers,  however,  stated  that  the  merchandise  '^bordei-s  be- 
tween an  earth  and  a  rock  ; ''  that  it  is  more  **  of  the  nature  of  a  clay 
impregnated  with  iron  than  of  an  ochery  earth  or  paint;"  and  that  it 
is  designed  to  be  sold  and  used  as  "an  adulterant'-  of  paints  in  order 
to  cheapen  them. 

The  article  "ocher"  itself  comprises  a  class  of  natural  earths,  either 
argillaceous  or  calcareous,  tinted  with  ferric  oxides  of  various  colors, 
the  chief  use  of  which  is  as  pigments  by  both  painters  and  artists. 
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The  calcareous  substances  which  enter  into  the  couposition  of  ochei^ 
consist  principally  of  silica  and  alumina,  but  the  presencte  of  these 
components  is  not  necessarily  a  test  of  the  article.  The  predominant 
colors  are  yellow,  red,  and  brown. 

** Sienna '^  and  *^  umber,"  which  are  mentioned  in  paragraph  54  of 
the  present  tariff  act  in  connection  with  "ocher,"  are  mere  varieties  of 
that  article. 

The  phi-ase  '*ochery  earths,"  as  used  in  said  paragraph,  is  rather 
broad  in  signification.  We  can  not  see  that  it  is  stnctly  a  commercial 
ternx,  but  is  rather  a  de8crii)tive  one.  It  means  earths,  argillaceous  or 
caleai^eous,  which  resemble  ocher  or  partake  of  its  nature  in  compo^i 
tiou  and  uses.  It  is  comprehensive  enough  to  embrace  all  earths  or 
clays  colored  by  ferric  oxides,  and  capable  of  use  as  pigments.  (H» 
Vol.  Brit.  Encyc,  p.  87,  title  ** Pigments.") 

We  accordingly  find  as  facts — 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  under  consideration  consists  of  a  calcareous 
eaith,  colored  by  ferric  oxides,  and  is  of  a  red  color,  similar  in  appeal - 
auce  to  the  ordinary  red  hematites. 

(2)  That  it  is  used  chiefly  as  pigment  or  an  adulterant  of  pigments 
and  is  suitable  for  that  purpose. 

(3)  That  it  is  chemically  and  in  fact  an  '^ochery  earth,"  which  wf* 
find  to  be  a  descriptive  term,  and  not  one  strictly  of  commercial  desig 
nation. 

We  hold  as  matter  of  fact  and  law  that  the  merchandise  was  prop- 
erly classified  under  said  paragraph  54. 
The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  is  aflSrmed. 


(13609— G.  A.  1881.) 
Small  colored  lanterns,  not  toys. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  6,  1802. 

In  the  matter  of  tlio  protest,  16577 &-852,  of  £.  A.  Prior  &  Co.,  affainst  the  decision  of  the  rol- 
lector  of  customs  at  Baltimore  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  ox  duties  chargeable  on  certAta 
glass  and  tin  lanterns,  imported  per  Missouri,  July  7, 1802. 

Opinion  by  Ham,  General  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise  here  consists  of  lanterns  made  of  colored  glass  luni 
tin,  glass  being  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  classified  and 
assessed  for  duty  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  under  paragraph  108  of  the 
new  tariff  act,  but  claimed  to  be  dutiable  at  35  per  cent  ad  valorem  a> 
toys,  under  paragraph  43H  of  said  act. 
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The  case  was  set  for  hearing  November  1.  1892,  but  appellabts, 
although  duly  notified,  failed  to  appear  and  prosecute  their  appeal; 
it  was  therefore  submitted  on  the  record,  the  papers,  and  two  samples 
of  the  merchandise  in  question. 

The  special  report  of  the  local  appraiser  is  very  full  and  clear.  It 
states: 

(1)  That  said  lanterns  are  composed  of  tinted  and  colored  glaas  and 
metal,  and  that  the  glass  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value. 

(2)  That  the  value  of  the  two  kinds  thereof  is,  respectively,  about  11 
cents  and  6  cents  each. 

(3)  That  each  lantern  has  a  tin  socket  for  holding  a  candle,  and  that 
the  candle,  being  lighted,  gives  forth  varying  shades  of  light. 

(4)  That  the  larger  lanterns  are  6  inches  high  by  4f  inches  wide,  and 
the  smaller  ones  5  inches  by  'M  inches. 

i^D)  That  said  lanterns  are  used  on  festi^  e  occasions  to  decorate  ver- 
andas, lawns,  gardens,  etc. ;  that  they  are  not  toys — things  simply  for 
the  amusement  of  children — but  are  articles  that  may  be  made  to  serve 
iisefal  and  practical  purposes. 

An  inspection  of  the  official  sami>les  found  among  the  papers  in  the 
CiLse  shows  that  the  special  report  of  the  local  appraiser,  as  produced 
therein,  is  true. 

We  therefore  find  as  facts : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  in  question  was  imported  under  the  new 
tariff  act;  and 

(2)  That  the  facts  as  stated  in  the  local  appraiser's  special  report  are 
true. 

We  hold  that  the  protest  is  untenable.  It  is  accordingly  overruled 
and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 


(13610— G.  A.  1882.) 
Silver-mounted  smeUing  bottles. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  6,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  161196-827,  of  Welsh  &  Bro.,  ag^ainst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Baltimore,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  smelling  bot- 
tles, imported  per  Sedgemore^  June  14, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sombrville,  Oftieral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  the  merchandise  covered  by  the  protest  consists  of  sil- 
ver-mounted smelling  bottles  of  cut  glass,  sometimes  known  as  ^*  vinai- 
grettes,'' which  vary  in  price  from  2«.  to  24«.  each,  and  are,  as  stated  by 
the  local  appraiser,  heavily  mounted  with  silver  tops. 
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The  axticles  are  used  for  holding  smelling  salts  or  other  aromatic 
drugs  of  pungent  odor,  and  the  silver  tops  constitute  the  component 
material  of  chief  value,  and  are  an  essentiatl  feature  of  the  so-called  bot- 
tles, besides  serving  the  function  of  being  ornamental. 

The  merchandise ,  was  assessed  for  duty  by  the  collector  at  the  rate 
of  60  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  106  of  the  new  tariff  act 
of  1890,  which  levies  that  rate  of  duty  on  "all  articles  of  glass,  cut,  en- 
graved, painted,  colored,  decorated,  silvered,  or  gilded." 

He  states  that  this  classification  was  made  in  the  original  report  of 
the  local  appraiser,  that  glass  was  the  component  material  of  chief 
value  in  the  articles.  Upon  further  investigation  it  was  ascertained 
that  metal,  and  not  glass,  was  undoubtedly  the  component  of  chief 
value.  The  collector  accordingly  reviewed  his  action  on  the  entry,  pur- 
suant to  the  authority  given  by  article  931,  Customs  Eegulations  1892. 
and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  merchandise  should,  on  reliquida- 
tion,  be  classified  as  claimed  by  the  importers,  under  paragraph  215  of 
the  new  tariff  act,  as  a  manufacture  in  part  of  metal  in  w^hich  metal 
was  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  and  not  specially  provided, 
in  said  tariff  act. 

The  naval  officer  dissented  from  this  view  and  refused  to  concur  in 
the  proposed  reliquidation,  and  the  case  comes  to  this  board  by  protest 
against  the  assessment  at  the  rate  of  60  per  cent,  under  paragraph  106. 

Section  5  of  the  new  tariff  law  provides,  among  other  things,  that 
*Mn  all  articles  not  enumerated,  manufactured  of  two  or  more  mate 
rials,  the  duty  shall  be  assessed  at  the  highest  rate  at  which  tlie  same 
would  be  chargeable  if  composed  wholly  of  the  component  material 
thereof  of  chief  value.  - ' 

The  corresponding  provision  of  the  tariff  act  of  1883,  as  amended  by 
TJ.  S.  Eevised  Statutes,  section  2499,  was  construed  by  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  in  Liebenroth  v.  Eobertson,  12  Supreme  Court 
Reports,  607  (144  U.  S.,  35),  and  it  was  held  in  effect  that  all  imjwrted 
'^articles''  of  merchandise  manufactured  from  two  or  more  materials, 
and  not  enumerated  more  specially  than  by  a  generic  description  of 
the  materials  from  which  such  articles  are  made,  shall  be  assessed  for 
duty  at  the  highest  rate  chargeable  on  the  component  material  of  chief 

4 

value  entering  into  the  composition  of  such  merchandise.  The  circoiit 
court  for  the  southern  district  of  New  York  has  applied  the  principle 
of  that  decision  to  section  5  of  the  present  tariff  act  in  sevenil  uure 
ported  decisions,  and  this  board  has  followed  a  like  practice. 

It  follows  that  the  articles  under  consideration,  being  made  of  glaitf 
and  silver,  the  silver  being  chief  value,  would  be  dutiable  at  the  metal 
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rate,  ander  paragraph  215,  unless  they  are  '*  specially  enumerated  or 
provided  for''  in  the  present  tariff  act. 

The  phrafie  *'all  articles  of  glass,  cut"  is  a  descriptive  not  a  denomi- 
native phrase.  As  said  by  Judge  Lacombe  in  Junge  v.  Hedden  (37 
Fed.  Eep.,  197),  the  word  ''articles,"  as  it  appears  in  our  tariff  laws, 
"is  used  in  a  broad  sense,  and  covers  equally  things  manufactured, 
tblDgs  unmanufactured,  and  things  partially  manufactured."  It  is  a 
more  comprehensive  word  of  description,  therefore,  than  the  generic 
tfrm  "manufactures,"  so  often  used. 

The  paragraph  in  question  (lOO)  describes  only  articles  made  of 
•glass,  cut,"  and  not  articles  made  of  cut  glass  and  of  silver,  in  which 
silver  is  not  only  an  essential  feature  of  the  article  but  the  component 
material  of  chief  value.  The  silver- mounted  smelling  bottles  can  not, 
for  this  reason,  be  regarded  as  ''specially  provided"  for  in  said  para- 
graph, which  embraces  only  articles  of  glass. 

Nor  are  they  glass  bottles  of  the  description  given  in  paragraphs  103 
or  104  of  the  present  tariff  act. 

We  hold  that  the  protest  is  well  taken  and  must  be  sustained.  The 
0-»llector's  decision  is  reversed,  in  accordance  with  his  proposed  re- 
liquidation,  and  he  is  authorized  to  reliquidate  the  entry  accordingly. 

(13611— G.  A.  1883.) 

Pximice-Hione  bricks. 

Before  the  TJ.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  6, 1892. 

la. the  matter  of  the  protect,  24^1  a-0545,  of  R.  J.  Waddell  &  Co..  against  the  decision  of  the  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain 
manufactured  pumice  stone,  imported  per  CaWitff,  June  22, 1801. 

Opinion  by  Somkbtiixs,  Qeneral  Appraiaer, 

We  find  the  merchandise  to  be,  as  reported  by  the  local  appraiser, 
''a  manufacture  of  pumice  stone  and  sand  molded  in  bricks,"  and  used 
for  various  purposes.     The  chief  use  of  the  article  is  for  scouring  pur- 

It  is  claimed  to  be  free  of  duty  under  paragraph  723  of  the  new  tariff 
act,  which  puts  on  the  free  list  ^^  pumice  stone,  rotten  stone,  and  sand, 
crude  or  manufactured." 

It  is  our  opinion  that  this  description  is  sufficiently  comprehensive 
to  include  a  manufactured  composition  of  the  two  materials  of  pumice 
stone  and  of  sand  mixed. 

The  merchandise  is  of  the  same  kind  as  that  embraced  in  the  Depart- 
ment decision  of  June  17,  1884   (Synopsis  6409),  in  which  the  article 
was  held  not  to  be  '*  pumice  stone"  simply,  but  a  nonenumerated 
manufacture. 
89 
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That  decision  was  made  under  the  tariff  act  of  1883,  paragraph  767 
which  exempted  from  duty  ^*  pumice  and  pumice  stone."  The  preseu 
tariff  act  (paragraph  723)  exempts  "pumice  stone  *  *  *  and  sand 
crude  or  manufactured." 

In  G.  A.  918  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers  held  that  merchandise 
of  the  same  description  did  not  come  within  the  definition  of  ''whet 
stones,"  which  are  enumerated  eo  nomine  in  paragraph  608  of  the  new 
tariff  •law. 

The  protest  is  sustained  and  the  collector's  decision  is  reversed.  He 
will  reliquidat«  the  entries  according  to  law. 


(13612— G.  A.  1884.) 
F7*€e  entry  of  sugar  from  Austria,  France,  and  England. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisera  at  New  York,  December  8, 1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protesta.TiUl  6, 98476,  and  15416-18  a,  of  S.  S.  Pieroe  &Co.,R.  B.  Hawlev&  0>.. 
and  Robert  Crooka  &  Co.,  airaiust  the  decision  of  the  collectors  of  customs  at  Boston,  Galvesiuu. 
and  Ne\r  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  susrar.  imported  p<*r 
Paronia.  April  5,  1891;   Bolf,  Septembers.  1891;  ^styrki.  May  15,  1891;  Britoimfc,  July  SI.  l'*'! 
Tauric,  July  15,  1891,  and  Nomadic,  July  30,  1891. 

Opinion  by  Wilkinson,  G«nera(  Appraiser. 

The  merchandise  is  sugar  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard.  The  appel 
lants  protest  against  the  additional  duty  of  one-tenth  of  1  cent  a  pound 
which  was  assessed  upon  it  under  the  proviso  of  paragraph  237,  X.  T. 

Paragraph  237  contains  the  following:  **A11  sugars  above  No.  1*'» 
Dutch  standard  in  color  shall  pay  a  duty  of  five-tenths  of  1  cent  per 
pound :  Provided^  That  all  such  sugars  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard  | 
in  color  shall  pay  one-tenth  of  1  cent  per  pound  In  addition  to  the  r«ite 
herein  provided  for,  when  imported  from  or  the  product  of  any  country : 
when  and  so  long  as  such  country  pays,  or  shall  hereafter  pay,  directly  J 
or  indirectly,  a  bounty  on  the  exportation  of  any  sugar  that  may  be  iu- 
eluded  in  this  grade  which  is  greater  than  is  paid  on  raw  sugars  of  ^ 
lower  saccharine  strength.'' 

Protest  9847  ft,  from  Galveston,  covers  refined  sugar  prodocHl  iu 
Austria  and  exported  from  Germany.  We  find  that  both  the  country 
of  production  and  that  of  exportation  pay,  and  did  pay  at  the  time  of 
the  entry  of  the  merchandise,  a  larger  bounty  on  the  exportatiou  <• 
sugar  of  the  grade  in  question  than  is  now,  and  was  then,  paid  ou  rav 
sugai^  of  a  lower  saccharine  strength.  Protest  98476  is  aocordiugly 
overruled  and  the  decision  of  the  collector  is  affirmed. 
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Protest  7341  b,  from  Boston,  covers  sugar  originally  produced  and 
refined  in  France,  imported  by  the  steamship  Pavonia  from  Liverpool. 
We  find  that  while  Prance  pays  a  bounty  upon  the  manufacture  of 
sugar,  the  bounty  is  not  greater  upon  sugar  of  a  high  polariscopic  test 
than  upon  that  of  a  lower  saccharine  strength.  We  hold,  therefore, 
that  French  sugars  are  not  liable  to  the  additional  duty  provided  in 
paragraph  237,  and  the  protest  is  sustained  accordingly. 

Protest  15416-18  a,  from  New  York,  covers  sugar  refined  in  Great 
Britain.  The  sugar  is  of  a  high  grade,  and  it  is  impossible  to  determine 
by  laboratory  or  other  tests  whether  its  original  source  was  cane  or 
beets.  The  board  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  identity  of  raw  sugar  is 
destroyed  in  the  process  of  refining  and  that  the  resulting  product  is 
the  product  of  the  country  in  which  the  refining  is  done,  and  not  of  the 
country  from  which  the  raw  sugar  was  obtained.  We  find  that  the 
sugar  in  question  is  the  product  of  Great  Britain,  and  as  that  country 
pays  no  bounties  on  the  exportation  of  sugar,  the  protests  are  sustained. 


(13613— G.  A.  1885.) 

Fish  the  product  of  American  fisheries. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  8,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  161896.  of  H.  L.  Mattison,  agalnat  the  decision  of  the  oolleotor  of 
castoma  at  Oswego,  N.  Y.,  as  to  toe  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  ft*esh 
fish,  imported  per  HtueUon^  June  29,  li)92. 

Opinion  by  LuKT,  Otneral  Appraiser. 

We  find  that  Mr.  H.  L.  Mattison  imported  into  the  port  of  Oswego, 
June  29.  1892,  certain  3,931  pounds  of  fresh  fish,  not  salmon,  upon 
which  duty  was  assessed  at  three  quarters  of  1  cent  per  pound,  under 
paragraph  293,  N.  T. 

The  protestant  claims  free  entry  therefor,  under  paragraph  571,  N.  T., 
alleging  that  300  pounds  thereof  were  caught  by  the  crew  of  the  steamer 
Raselton,  an  American  vessel,  and  that  the  remainder  were  caught  by 
Canadian  fishermen  with  boats  and  nets  owned  by  American  citizens, 
but  he  has  not  furnished  any  evidence  in  support  of  his  claim. 

We  therefore  are  bound  to  assume  that  the  collector  has  acted  un- 
derstandingly  and  lawfully  in  assessing  duties,  and  we  find  that  said 
fish  were  not  the  product  of  American  fisheries,  and  were  not  caught 
in  fresh  waters  with  nets  or  other  devices  owned  by  American  citizens. 

The  protest  is  overruled. 
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(13G14— G.  A.  1886.) 
Fish  the  product  of  American  fisheries, 

y 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  8,  1S92. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  16574  6,  of  Louis  F.  Morcau.  af^lnst  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
customs  at  Bangor,  Me.,  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  mackerel, 
imported  per  railroad,  July  18, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Lunt,  General  Appraiter. 

We  find— 

(X)  That  Mr.  Louis  F.  Moreau,  as  agent,  imported  into  the  United 
States  at  Vaneeboro,  July  18, 1892. 170  barrels,  to  wit,  34,000  pounds  of 
pickled  or  salted  mackerel,  upon  which  duty  was  assessed  at  1  cent  i)ei 
pound,  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  292,  N.  T. 

(2)  That'said  mackerel  were  the  product  of  American  fisheries  and 
the  fare  of  the  fishing  schooner  Tico  Forty,  of  Gloucester,  and  the  same 
were  shipped  from  Alberton,  Prince  Edward  Island,  by  boat  and  rail 
road  to  Vaneeboro,  accompanied  by  a  consular  invoice  from  the  master 
of  the  vessel,  but  nothing  upon  the  invoice  indicated  that  said  mack- 
erel were  the  product  of  the  American  fisheries  or  the  catch  of  auy 
American  vessel,  and  no  manifest,  as  provided  in  articles  370  and  371 
of  the  Treasury  Regulations,  accompanied  the  invoice  or  importation. 

(3)  That  the  master  of  the  vessel  produced  to  the  Board  of  General 
Appraisers  a  manifest  in  the  form  prescribed  by  the  regulations,  which 
manifest  purports  to  cover  170  barrels  of  mackerel  taken  by  the  crew 
of  said  schooner,  the  manifest  bearing  date  and  purporting  to  have 
been  sworn  to  August  29, 1892,  and  therein  it  is  stated  that  the  fish  are 
intended  for  ti-ansshipment  to  the  United  States  by  steamer  and  cai-s  to 
Vaneeboro,  and  that  said  fish  have  been  taken  by  the  crew  of  said  ves- 
sel since  May,  1892. 

Our  finding  that  the  fish  imported  July  18,  1892,  are  the  product  of 
American  fisheries  is  based  upon  evidence  furnished  outaide  of  the  in 
voice  and  of  the  manifest,  which  has  been  produced  to  as,  but  not  to 
the  collector. 

Free  entry  is  claimed  under  paragraphs  571  or  661,  N.  T. 

The  Treasury  Eegulations  referred  to,  which  are  a  part  of  the  oils 
toms  laws,  provide  that  fish  the  product  of  American  fisheries  will  Ik* 
admitted  to  free  entry  only  on  the  production  to  the  collector  of  cn>- 
toms  at  the  port  of  importation  of  a  manifest  duly  verified  and  authen 
ticated. 

The  omission  to  provide  this  manifest  is  not  cured  by  the  production 
before  the  board  of  a  manifest  verified  long  after  the  entry  and  liqui 
dation,  and  which  might  cover  other  fish.  We  must,  therefore,  over 
rule  the  protest. 
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(13615— G.  A.  1887.) 

Cotton  bathing  trunks. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  9,  1892. 

'  In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  28887-8  a,  of  Heinze,  Lowy  &  Co.,  aKainslihe  decision  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  bathing 
trunks,  imported  per  iVed^rkind,  March  28, 1892,  and  Suetia,  March  29,  1892. 

Opinion  by  Shabbbtts,  Qeneral  Appraiaer. 

The  goods  in  question  are  bathing  trunks  composed  of  cotton.  Duty 
was  assessed  upon  these  articles  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  par- 
agraph 349,  N.  T.,  as  cotton  wearing  apparel.  The  appellants  claim 
that  the  merchandise  in  question  is  dutiable  at  36  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  352,  N.  T.,  as  drawers  composed  of  cotton,  or  at  not 
more  than  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  356,  N.  T.,  as  manu- 
factures of  cotton  not  specially  provided  for. 

The  board  has  not  deemed  it  necessary  to  take  evidence  in  this  case. 
^Ve  find  as  facts  from  the  exhibits  and  from  common  knowledge — 

(J)  That  the  goods  are  not  drawers. 

2)  That  they  are  part  of  bathing  suits  and  are  wearing  apparel. 

The  protests  are  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  is  aflflrmed. 


(13616— G.  A.  1888.) 

Brown  earihentoare  and  stoneioare —  Wcishtubs  and  mnks. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  9,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  23639  a,  etc..  of  John  Reid,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  cus- 
toms at  N^w  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  brown  earthen- 
^are,  imported  per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  named  in  annexed  schedule. 

Opinion  by  Shabrett8,  Qentral  Appraiser. 

The  goods  covered  by  this  protest  are  invoiced  as  "common  salted 
earthenware  washtubs^'  and  *' closet  sinks."  The  washtubs  have  a 
glazed  surface,  and  vary  in  color  from  yellow  to  yellowish  brown ;  a 
Diajority  of  them  have  in  combination  the  several  colors  or  shades  of 
yellow. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
as  stoneware  colored  and  earthenware  colored,  under  paragraphs  101 
and  100,  N.  T.  The  appellant  claims  that  the  tubs  are  dutiable  at  25 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  99,  N.  T.,  and  the  sinks  at  55 
per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  100,  N.  T. 

The  testimony  taken  before  the  board  tends  to  show  that  these  tubs 
have  been  vitrified  in  burning  and  are  stoneware.  It  further  appears 
from  the  evidence  that  the  various  shades  of  color  or  colors  in  the 
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washtnbs  are  due  to  the  action  of  heat  upon  the  different  kinds  of  com- 
mon cla}^  used  in  the  manufacture  thereof,  and  that  the  glazed  surface 
of  these  articles  is  similar  to  that  ordinarily  found  on  common  stone 
and  earthenware. 

Tho  board  in  G.  A.  1363  and  1571  decided  that  certain  articles  of 
earthen  or  stone  ware  were  properly  returned  for  duty  at  60  per  cent 
ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  100,  on  the  grounds  that  said  articles 
had  been  tinted  with  coloring  matter  applied  to  the  surface  thereof 
with  a  brush  or  otherwise.  The  present  case  is  not  an  analogous  one. 
We  make  these  findings  of  facts  relative  to  the  merchandise  in  question : 

(1)  It  is  common  brown  earthenware  or  common  stoneware. 

(2)  It  is  not  painted,  tinted,  stained,  enam^ed,  printed,  or  gilded. 

(3)  The  common  salt  glaze  thereon  does  not  constitute  a  decoration 
or  ornamentation. 

In  accordance  with  the  above  findings,  we  hold  that  the  protest  was 
well  taken  as  to  the  merchandise  invoiced  as  common  salted  earthen- 
ware washtubs. 

The  board  is  without  samples  of  the  sinks  claimed  by  the  appellant 
to  be  dutiable  at  55  per  cent  ad  valorem  in  protests  23639a  and  30776rt. 
nor  did  the  appellant  offer  any  evidence  tending  to  show  that  the 
assessipent  of  duty  thereon  at  60  per  cent  ad  valorem  was  erroneous. 

We  therefore  find  the  facts  as  to  these  goods  to  be  as  stated  by  the 
appraiser,  and  affirm  the  collector's  decision  relative  thereto. 

The  protest  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  act  of  October  1,  1890. 
is  overruled. 


(13617— G.  A.  1889.) 
Painted  or  stained  glass  voindows. 
Beiore  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  9,  18M2. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protests,  8887a-6348,  et'C.,  of  Davies,  Turner  &  Co.,  and  others  specified  in  the 
annexed  schedule,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rati 
and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called  painted  or  stained  glass  mrlndovs.  im- 
ported per  the  vessels  and  on  the  dates  set  forth  in  the  schedule  hereto  appended. 

Opinion  by  Somkrvllle,  Qeneral  AppraUer. 

We  find  as  facts  in  these  cases : 

(1)  That  the  merchandise  here  subject  of  protest  was  imported  since 
October  6,  1890. 

(2)  That  said  merchandise  consists  of  stained  or  painted  window 
glass,  or  stained  or  painted  glass  windows,  being  composed  of  pie^-es 
of  glass  of  various  sizes  and  shapes,  so  stained  or  painted  in  various 
coloi-s  and  shades  and  arranged  or  designed  to  be  arranged  and  heUl 
together  by  strips  of  lead  or  other  means,  as  to  represent  biblical  or 
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other  historical  subjects  or  scenes,  such  as  *'The  Apostles,'^  '*The 
Evangelists,"  ''The  Saints,''  **Chi7sostom,"  '*The  Eesurrection," 
•The  Immaculate  Conception/'  and  *'The  Transfiguration,"  and  con- 
stitute objects  of  art. 

(3)  That  such  merchandise  is  especially  designed  for  decorative  pur- 
poses in  churches,  colleges,  or  other  public  buildings ;  was  expressly 
imported  for  the  use  of  or  presentation  to  a  society  or  institution  in- 
corporated or  established  for  religious  or  educational  purposes,  and  is 
of  the  same  general  character  as  the  merchandise  which  was  described 
in  the  board's  decisions  G.  A.  397,  398,  and  816. 

It  was  returned  by  the  appraiser  variously  as ' '  painted  glass  windows, ' ' 

'painted  and  stained  window  glass,"  and  as  ^'painted  window  glass," 

and  assessed  for  duty  by  the  collector  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under 

the  provision  in  paragraph  122,  act  of  October  1,  1890,  for  ''stained  or 

painted  window  glass  and  stained  or  painted  glass  windows." 

The  protestants  claim  that  it  is  free  of  duty,  either  under  the  pro- 
vision for  paintings,  etc.,  in  paragraph  677,  or  for  '*  works  of  art,  in- 
cluding paintings  on  glass,"  in  paragraph  757  of  said  act.  Certain  of 
them  also  claim  alternatively  that  it  is  dutiable  at  15  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem, under  paragraph  465  ;  also,  that  said  act  is  unconstitutional  and 
void. 

The  board  held  in  its  decisions  above  mentioned  that  merchandise 
of  this  character  was  dutiable  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  as  assessed  in 
these  cases ;  but  the  United  States  circuit  court  for  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  New  York,  upon  review  of  the  question  raised  in  the  case  of 
Perry  &  Ryer  (G.  A.  397),  reversed  the  board's  decision,  and  held  that 
the  merchandise  was  entitled  to  free  entry.  (In  re  Perry,  47  Fed.  Rep., 
110.)  The  court's  decision  in  this  case,  however,  was  reversed,  and 
the  board's  decision  affirmed  by  the  United  States  Supreme  ('ourt.  in 
its  decision  of  November  7,  1892. 

We  accordingly  affirm  the  decision  of  the  collector  in  the  assessment 
of  duties  in  these  cases,  and  overrule  all  and  several  the  claims  made  in 
the  protests. 

(13618— G.  A.  1890.) 
MeM  keys  for  sardine  boxes — Not  free  {when  detached)  as  parts  of  coverings. 
Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  New  York,  December  9,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  l{i093^-240,  of  J.  Cadillon,  against  the  decision  of  the  collector  of 
CQstoms  at  New  Orleans  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  so-called 
"  keys"  for  opening  sardine  boxes,  imported  per  Nantes,  February  27, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharretts,  General  Appraiser. 

This  protest  is  lodged  against  the  assessment  of  duty  on  metal  keys 
designed  for  use  as  openers  for  boxes  containing  sardines.    These  keys 
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were  not  attached  to  the  boxes,  but  were  sepai'ately  packed.  The  ai> 
praiser  pla<?ed  a  value  thereon  and  the  collector  assessed  duty  upon 
theuj  at  45  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  paragraph  215,  N.  T. 

The  appellant  claims  free  entry  of  the  keys  in  question  as  xxirts  of 
the  sardine  boxes.  This  contention,  in  our  opinion,  is  not  well  founded. 
The  boxes  are  complete  without  the  openers,  and  without  them  serve 
as  <M)verings  for  transportation  purposes.  The  keys  or  openers  are 
separate  instruments,  adjuncts  to  but  form  no  part  of  the  boxes. 

AVe  find  as  facts  that  the  keys  in  question  are  not  sardine  boxes  nor 
parts  thereof.     The  protest  is  overruled. 


(13619— G.  A.  1891.) 

Manufactures  of  paste — Dough  beads. 

Before  the  U.  S.  General  Appraisers  at  Xew  York,  December  9,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  24966 a-9362,  of  Louis  Metsii^er  Sc  Co.,  against  the  decision  of  ttae  col- 
lector of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  cbarg^eable  on  certain 
manufactures  of  paste,  imported  per  Trave,  February  27, 1892. 

Opinion  by  Sha&&btt8,  Oeneral  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise  in  question  consists  of  beads  strung  upon  wire. 
These  beads  are  composed  of  dough  or  paste,  and  are  colored  to  imitate 
metal.  Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  45  per  cent  ad  va- 
lorem, under  paragraph  215,  N.  T.,  as  manufactures  of  paste  and  metal. 
metal  chief  value. 

The  appellants  claim  the  goods  are  dutiable  at  25  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
under  paragraph  459,  as  manufactures  of  which  paste  is  the  component 
material  of  chief  vahie.  A  sample  of  the  merchandise  was  submitted 
to  the  chemist  in  charge  of  the  laboratory  connected  with  the  United 
States  appraiser's  department  at  New  York  for  analysis  and  a  report 
of  competent  experts  as  to  the  component  material  of  chief  value  en 
teriug  into  the  fabrication  of  the  goods. 

We  find  as  facts  from  said  analysis  and  report  relative  to  the  mer- 
chandise : 

(1)  It  is  composed  of  dough  and  metal. 

(13)  Dough  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value  therein. 

These  findings,  in  our  opinion,  jastify  us  in  holding  that  the  claim 
of  the  appellants  is  well  founded.  The  term  paste  is  usually  applied  to 
a  glass-like  substance,  but  the  term  paste  has  for  many  years  also  been 
applied  to  beads  and  ornaments  of  dough  composed  of  flour  and  sub- 
stsiiices  made  to  imitate  articles  of  bone  or  ivory,  and  also  to  colored 
bf'iids  similar  in  appearance  to  these  now  in  question. 

The  protest  is  accordingly  sustained. 
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(13620— G.  A.  1892.) 

Ivory  buttons. 

Before  the  U.  8.  General  Appraisere  at  New  York,  December  9,  1892. 

In  the  matter  of  the  protest,  19662  a-48425,  of  John  E.  Miller,  agrainst  the  decLsioQ  of  the  collector 
of  customs  at  New  York  as  to  the  rate  and  amount  of  duties  chargeable  on  certain  ivory  but- 
tons*  imported  per  IVavs,  September  12, 1891. 

Opinion  by  Sharrbtts,  Oeneral  Appraiter. 

The  merchandise  in  this  case  is  invoiced  as  ivory  ornaments.  These 
so-called  ornaments,  as  shown  by  the  exhibits,  consist  of  pieces  of  ivory, 
plano-convex  in  form,  about  1 J  inches  long  and  one-half  of  1  inch  wide 
at  the  broadest  part.  They  have  beveled  edges  and  the  sides  thereof 
are  arched,  terminating  in  a  sharp  point  at  either  end.  To  the  flat 
undersarface  of  these  articles  there  is  inserted  a  metal  shank  such  as  is 
Qsnally  attached  to  buttons. 

Duty  was  assessed  upon  the  merchandise  at  50  per  cent  ad  valorem, 
UDder  paragraph  430,  N.  T.,  as  ivory  buttons. 

The  appellant  contends  that  these  articles  are  ornaments  and  not  but- 
tons, and  that  they  are  dutiable  at  40  per  cent  ad  valorem,  under  para- 
graph 462,  N.  T.  In  support  of  his  contention  he  alleges  that  they  are 
to  be  fastened  to  garments  where  there  are  no  buttonholes. 

In  our  opinion  the  claim  of  the  appellant  is  not  well  founded.  The 
articles  in  question  are  no  doubt  ornaments;  so  are  most  buttons,  many 
of  which  in  the  most  common  form  are  fastened  to  garments  where 
there  are  no  buttonholes ;  for  instance,  at  the  back  and  on  the  sleeves 
of  gentlemen's  coatfi  and  the  fronts  of  ladies'  garments.  The  only  dif- 
ference between  the  buttons  in  question  and  the  ordinary  ivory  buttons 
of  commerce  is  in  shape ;  and  in  this  respect  they  are  similar  to  barrel 
buttons,  and  like  many  other  forms  of  buttons  that  are  common,  and  no 
doubt  will  be  used  in  fastening  garments  together  by  means  of  frogs  or 
loops  attached  to  the  opposite  sides  of  the  garments. 

We  find  as  facts  that  the  goods  in  question  are  ivory  buttons. 

The  protest  is  overruled  and  the  collector's  decision  is  affirmec^ 
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